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Contraceptive Use 

by William D. Mosher, Ph.D.. and Christine A. Bachrach. 
Ph.D., Division of Vital Statistics 



Introduction 

The National Survey of Family Growth, a periodic survey 
conducted by the National Center for Health Statistics, is de- 
signed to produce national estimates of statistics on fertility, 
family planning, and aspects of maternal and child health that 
are closely related to childbearing. This report describes trends 
in current contraceptive use among married and formerly mar 
ried women. In addition, the 1982 National Survey of Family 
Growth was the first to include never married women, and this 
makes it possible to present new data on use at first sexual 
intercourse, the first contraceptive method ever used, and all 
methods ever used, ibr the 54 million women 15-44 years of 
age in the United States in 1982. 

The final data shown here supersede the preliminary data 



for 1982 published in the Advance Data series,' and greatly 
expand the scope of two other analyses of contraceptive use 
from the 1982 survey .^-^ This ancilysis may be viewed as the 
most comprehensive study of contraceptive use by the U.S. 
population ever published, because previous analyses have 
been based on nonrepresentative samples, or limited to ever 
married women,'* ' to just one or two measures of contra- 
ceptive use,^'^ or to much narrower age groups.^ '^ National 
estimates of contraceptive use for all women of reprou. ''live 
age are presented here in chronological order, beginning with 
use at first intercourse, and including the first method ever 
used, all methods ever used, and the current method. 
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Summary of principal findings 



Less than half (45 percent) of women 15-44 years of age 
used a contraceptive method at their first sexual intercourse. 
As shown in flgure 1, black women were less likely than white 
women to use contraception at first intercourse, and Hispanic 
women were even less likely to do so. Larger proportions of 
more educated and higher income women used a method at 
their first intercourse, compared with less educated and lower 
income women. 

Contraceptive choice varies substantially from one stage 
of the life cycle to another (figure 2). Among women using a 
method at first intercourse, the most popular methods were the 
condom, pill, and withdrawal, in that order. However, if the 
first method ever used is examined, regardless of when it was 
used, the pill was the leading method, followed by the condom 
and by withdrawal. Among women who were currently mar- 
ried and using contraception to delay their next birth, in 1982, 
the pill was still by far the leading method (45 percent, figure 

2) , followed by the condom (18 percent) and diaphragm (15 
percent). Among married couples who had finished their fam- 
ilies—those who intended no more children— female steriliza- 
tion was by far the leading method in 1982 (used by 38 per 
cent), followed by male sterilization (23 percent), the condors 
(12 percent), and the pill (9 percent). 

At each of these life cycle st£ges, there are major differ- 
ences by characteristics of the woman. For example, among 
white women who used contraception at first intercourse, the 
percent who used the pill was highest (34 percent) among those 
25-34 years of age at interview, but 24 and 23 percent, re- 
spectively, among those 15-24 and 35-44 years of age (^figure 

3) . This reflects the fact that use of the pill at first intc course 
has declined since the early 1970's. Among black wonen, the 
percent using the pill at first intercourse rose sharply from the 
older to the younger age groups, suggesting an uninterrupted 
trend toward more use of the pill. Women who delayed their 
first intercourse until age 18 or later were much mere likely to 
use the pill at first intercourse than those who had first inter- 
course at age 1 7 or under (figure 4). 

About 95 percent of women 15-44 years of age who had 
ever had intercourse had used at least one contraceptive method 
at some time. About 3 out of 4 (76 percent, or 35.7 million) 
had ever used tlie pill, 1 out of 2 (52 percent) had used the 
condom, and 1 out of 4 (25 percent) had used foam and with- 
drawal. The data clearly show that white v/omen had used 
more methods than black women. About equal proportions of 
black and white women have ever used tlie pill, but white 
women were more likely than black women to have ever used 
the diaphragm, condom, foam, periodic abstinence, withdrawal. 



and nale sterilization (figure 5). The only methods that black 
women were more likely to have ever used were douching and 
female sterilization. Similarly, women in the highest education 
group hid used mere methods than those with less education; 
the fofiner were more likely to have ever used the diaphragm, 
condorn, and periodic abstinence than those with less than a 
high school education (figure 6). 

About 35.7 million women 15-44 years of age had ever 
used the pill, including 8.4 million who were currently using it 
and 27.2 million who used it in the past. About one in three of 
these former users, or about 9.7 million women, had been told 
to stop using the pill by a doctor. 

When contraceptive use was measured at the date of inter- 
view in 1982, about 55 percent of all women 15-44 years of 
age (29.5 million) ;vere using contraception, including 1 2 percent 
(6.5 million) female sterilization, 6 percent male sterilization 
(3.2 million), 16 percent the pill (8.4 million), and 21 percent 
(1 1.4 million) other nonsurgical methods (figure 7). Steiilization 
was the leading method in 1 982 if male and female sterilization 
are counted as a single method (figure 7). However, if male and 
female sterilization are considered to be separate methods, the 
pill was the leading method among all women aged 15-44 
years in 1982. 

Because of differences in the percents who are currently 
exposed to the risk of an unintended pregnancy, the percent 
who were currently using a method varied from 35 percent 
among never married women to 68 percent among currently 
married women (figure 8). Among currently married and for- 
merly married contraceptors, female sterilization alone was the 
leading method in 1982; the pill was the leading method among 
never married women (figure 9). About half of never married 
contraceptors (53 percent) were using the pill in 1982; the dia- 
phragm and condom followed at some distance. Sterilization 
was a minor method among never married women. 

Among currently married couples, female sterilization, the 
pill, and male sterilization, in that order, were the leading 
methods (figure 9). For couples with wives 15-29 years of age, 
the leading method was the pill; for couples 30-44 years of 
age, the leading method was female sterilization, followed by 
male sterilization (figure 10). 

Contraceptive use among currently married couples changed 
dramatically from 1965 to 1982. The most important trends 
included the following: 

• The percent using the pill increased markedly until 1973, 
when it was the leading method, used by 36 percent of 
married contraceptors (figure 11). This percent fell to 33 



in 1976 and plummeted to 20 percent in 1982 when ihe 
pill was no longer the leading method among mamed 
couples. 

• Female sterilization nearly doubled between 1965 and 
1973, from 7 to 12 percent, and more than doubled to 26 
percent in 1982, when it was the leading method among 
married couples. 

• Use of male contraceptive sterilization increased from 5 to 
11 percent of contraceptors between 1965 and 1973; it 
was used by 15 percent in 1982. 

Method preference among contraceptors may also be studied 
only for those using temporary methods, that is, methods other 
than sterilization. Among married couples, thv pill was still the 
leading nonsurgical method among white, black, Hispanic, and 
non-Hispanic women, and in three of the four m^or regions. A 
striking exception, however, was in the Northeast, where the 
condom was the leading method, and the pill was used by only 
15 percent of married contraceptors (figure 12). 

This report describes trends and differences in contracep- 
tive use by social and economic characteristics of the women, 
such as their age, race, education, family income, religion, and 
whether they intend to have more children. Race and education 
are two of the most important characteristics; they affect all 
aspects of contraceptive practice. 



Race 

Compared with white women, black women were {a) less 
likely to use a contraceptive method at their first sexual inter- 
course, (A) more likely to use the pill and less likely to use 
withdrawal as their first method, (c) slight!y less likely than 
white women to have ever used a method, [d) less likely to have 
ever used the barrier methods (condom, foam, di ^ohragm), (e) 
less likely to use male sterilization as a method, (/) more likely 
than white women to be currently using the pill, and (g) more 
likely to be current nonusers of contraception. 

Education 

Women having 1 3 years or more of education, compared 
with those having less than a high school education, were {a) 
about twice as likely to use a method at first intercourse, and 
(b) much more likely to have ever used the diaphragm, con- 
dom, foam, and periodic abstinence. Among currently married 
contraceptors, the better educated were less likely to be cur- 
rently using the pill or female sterilization, and more likely to 
be using the diaphragm. 
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Source and limitations of 
the data 



Cycle III of the National Survey of Family Growth was 
based on personal interviews with a multistas^; area probability 
sample of 7,969 women 15 --44 years of age in the noninstitu* 
tionalized population of the conterminous United States. For 
the first time, women were eligible for interview regardless of 
their marital status. 

Between August of 1982 and February of 1983. 4,577 
white, 3,201 bhck, and 191 women of other races were inter- 
viewed. Women 15-19 years of age and black women were 
sampled at higher rates than other women, to increase the re- 
liability of statistics for these groups. The interview focused on 
the respondents' marital and pregnancy histories, their use of 
contraception, whether each pregnancy was planned at the 
time of conception, their use of family planning and infertility 
services, their physical ability to bear childn^n, and a wide 
range of social and economic characteristics. Interviews were 
conducted by trained female interviewers and lasted average 
of 1 hour. 

Characteristics such as age, race, Hispanic origin, parity, 
education, geographic region, labor force status, and religion 
are reported for the women interviewed. For convenience, terms 
such as ''black couples" or * couples 30-44 years of age" refer 
to couples with black wives or wives 30-44 years of age, re- 
gardless of the characteristics of the husbands in those couples. 

The statistics are estimates for the national population 



from which the sample was drawn. Because the estimates are 
based on a sample, they are subject to sampling variability. 
Also, nonsampling errors may have been introduced during 
data collection, processing, and analysis, although quality con- 
trol measures were used at each stage to minimize error. Fur- 
ther discussion of the survey design, deflnitions of terms, and 
sampling variability can be found in the appendixes of this re- 
port and in a detailed report on the design of the 1982 survey. 

The term "similar" means that any observed difference 
between two estimates being compared is not statistically signif- 
icant; terms such as "greater,** "less,** "larger," and "smaller" 
indicate that the observed differences are statistically signifi- 
cant at the 5*percent confidence level using a two-tailed / .est 
with 39 degrees of freedom. Statements about differences that 
are qualified in some way (for example, "the data suggest** or 
*'some evidence**) indicate that the difference is significant at 
the 10-percent level but not at the 5-percent level. 

Following this suh >nary and background are sections dis- 
cussing detailed findings in chronological order: Contraceptive 
use at first sexual intercourse, first contraceptive method ever 
used (regardless of when it was used), all methods ever used, 
current contraceptive status anvi method (including trends 
among married women), and the source of the current method. 
Appendixes I -III contain technical notes, definitions of terms, 
and some of the survey questions on contraception. 



4 



Findings 



There are many ways to measure contraceptive use, and 
each measure gives different insights. For tliat reason, several 
measures of contraceptive use f.e discussed in this report. The 
pe» ?nt who have ever used certain methods is a cumulative 
measure of contraceptive practice in a population and shows 
the lifetime varievy of contraceptive practice, but it has no 
i^pecific or common time reference. "Use at first intercourse" 
measures the extent to which women try to reduce the risk of 
pregnancy at the beginning of their sexual experience. "First 
method ever used" describes how women begin their contra- 
ceptive practice. Current contraceptive use gi\3S the most cur- 
rent view of contraceptive practice, and may be looked at in 
several diflferent ways, depending on whether contraceptive 
sterilization is considered a method of contraception and on 
whether one is interested in use as a percent of all women, of 
those at risk of an unplanned pregnancy, or just of those using 
contraception. 

Use of contraception at first intercourse 

For ih^ first time in the National Survey of Family Growth 
(NSFG women who reported ever having used more than one 
contraceptive method were asked whic* oiethod they used first, 
and when they first used it. Table 1 presents data on the per- 
cent of women who used a method at their first sexual inter- 
course. Data like these are important because most women 
have intercourse before marriage,'^ exposing themselves to the 
risk of unplanned premarital pregnancy if they delay contra- 
ceptive use. Contraceptive use may be a major factor affecting 
group differences in premarital pregnancy and births to un- 
married women. The data in tables 1 and 2 show use at first 
intercourse in relation to a number of characteristics associated 
with contraceptive use. 

Only 45 percent of women 15-44 years of age in 1982 
had used a contraceptive method at their firsf. sexual intercourse. 
Use was more likely an^ong white non-Hispanic, better edu- 
cated, higher income, and older women. The proportion who 
used a method at first intercourse was 47 percent among white 
women, 34 percent among black women, and only 25 percent 
among Hispanic women (figure 1). The proportion usin", a 
method at first intercourse was twice as high for women A^ith 
1 3 years or more of education (54 percent) as it was for women 
with less than 12 years of education (26 percent). Women with 
current family incomes of less than 150 percent of poverty 
level were much less likely to use a method at first intercourse 
(34 percent) than those with family incomes of three times the 
poverty level or more (51 percent). Women living with both 



parents at age 14 ycai^s were more likely to use a method a', 
first intercourse (47 percent) than those living with one or 
neither parent (38 percent). Finally, women delaying their first 
intercourse until age 18 years or Jater were more likely to use a 
method (48 percent) than those who began having intercourse 
at age 17 years or under (41 percent). 

Although many of the differences were not statistically 
significant, the proportion of women using a method at first 
intercourse wss generally higher for women 15-19 years of 
age at interview than for those 35-44. Overall, 48 pcrcei.t of 
teenagers and 40 percent of women 35-44 years of age used a 
method at first intercourse; this suggests that use at first inter- 
course has increased in the last decade or two, and the data in 
table A confirm that speculation. 

The apparent increase in contraceptive use at first inlzv- 
course *vas found among white women (from 42 percent at age 
35-44 years to 52 percent at age 15-19 years), but not among 
black and Hispanic women. The differences by marital status 
at interview partly reflect this trend: Use was higher among 
never married women, who were younger and, therefore, had 
their first Intercourse more recently than formerly married 
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Figuri 1. Pirctm of woni«r. i6-h4 yiar* of aga who utad a 
contracaptive mathod at first taxual intarcoursa: Unltad States, 1P82 
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Tabto A. P«r:tnt of woumo 1 5-44 yaars of ag* who had avar had 
Imarcouraa who uaad a mathod of contracaption at first inta/courta 
and parsant of contracaptort who uaad tha piH» by whathar first 
intarcoMrsa was pramarital and yaar of first intarcoursa: 
Unltad Statas. 1982 



Contraceptors 
Contraceptors wno used the pill 



Year of first intercourse Total^ Premarital Total^ Premantal 



Percent 



Alt years 44.5 45.0 28.2 22.8 

1980-82 53.9 55.5 21.2 19.7 

1975-79 48.8 47.6 32.1 24.6 

1970-74 47.1 46.3 37.6 31.5 

1965-69 40.6 40.9 32.2 21.8 

Before 1985 36.2 36.4 10.9 9.5 



'Includes first intercourse after mamage. not shown separately. 

women. The increase in use at first intercourse was especially 
large among Catholic women, from 34 percent among women 
35-44 years of age to 49 percent among women 15-19 years 
of age; so that there was ao overall difference between Prot- 
estant and Catholic women aged 15-44 years. 

Methods used at first intercourse 

The methods used at first sexual intercourse give a clearer 
indication of the degree to which women who use a method are 



protected from unplanned pregnancy at their first intcrcoursc,^*^^ 
Overall and in most subgroups th'^ leading method at first in- 
tercourse was the condom, which was used by 39 percent, 
followed by the piii and withdrawal (figure 2), No other method 
was used by more than 6 percent of contraceptors. 

The proportion of v;hite women and women of all races 
who used the pill at first intercourse was higher among those 
aged 25-34 years at interview than in the other age groups 
(figure 3), because many of these women had their first inter- 
course in the early 1970's, when pill use at first intercourse was 
highest (table A), However, the proportion of black contra- 
ceptors using the pill at first intercourse rose sharply, from 10 
percent at age 35-44 years to 38 percent at age 15-24 years 
(figure 3), The percent of women who used withdrawal at first 
intercourse was higher among younger women than among 
older women (27 percent among teenagers and 13 percent 
among women 35-44 years of age), suggesting that use of with- 
drawal at first intercourse has been increasing (this is confirmed 
by further analysis, not shown). Differences by age in use of 
methods other than the condom, pill, and withdrawal were gen- 
erally small and not statistically significant. 

Table 1 shows that white women were more likely than 
black women to have used a method at first intercourse. Among 
women who used a method, however, black women were more 
likely to have used the condom (47 percent) than white women 
(37 percent) and less likely to have used withdrawal (8 percent 
compared with 20 percent). The percents of white and black 
contracepting women using the pill were similar. 




Figure 2. Parc^ftt of contracepting women 15-44 years of age using tpacKied methods at first intercourse* first method used« and current 
method for currerttly married contraceptors: United States, 1982 
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Figure 3. Percent of women 1 5-44 years of age using contraception 
at first intercourse who used the piil by age et interview and race: 
United States, 1982 



Women who delayed their first intercourse until age 18 
years or later were much more likely to use the pill (34 percent) 
than those who had first intercourse at 1 7 years of age or under 
(20 percent, figure 4), and much less likely to use the condom 
and withdrawal. Thus, women who began intercourse later 
were more likely to use a method, and also more likely to use 
one of the more effective methods. 
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Figure 4. Percent of women 1 5-44 years of age using contraception 
et first intercourse who used the piIL by age at first intercourse: 
United States^ 1982 



First method ever used 

While more than half of all women did not use a contra- 
ceptive method at first intercourse, nearly all (95 percent) had 
used a method at some time. A tabulation not shown here re- 
veals that about 23 percent of women did not use a method 
until at least one year after their first intercourse; this propor- 
tion was 21 percent amon«^ white and 33 percent among black 
women. This section examines the methods American women 
use once they begin using contraception. 

In contrast to first intercourse (table 2), where the leading 
method was the condom, the leading first method of contra- 
ception was the pill (42 percent, tables 3 and 4) followed by the 
condom (30 percent) and withdrawal (11 percent). The pro- 
portion using the pill as the first method was higher among 
women aged 25-34 years at interview than among those 40- 
44 and 15-19 years of age. This probably reflects the overall 
trend in pill use shown in table A and described in a later 
section of this report: Pill use increased during the 1960*s and 
early 1970's, and then declined. Women aged 25-34 years in 
1982 were more likeiy than younger or older women to have 
begun using contraceptives in the early 1970*s, when the pill 
was most popular. 

Black women were substantially more likely to use the pill 
as their first method (50 percent) than white women (40 per- 
cent). These differences by race were especially large in the 
ages under 30 years of age. Black women were less likely to 
have used withdrawal (5 percent) than white women (12 per- 
cent). These race differences were also especially large in the 
age groups under 30 years of age. The other differences be- 
tween white and black women in their first methods ever used 
were small and generally not significant. 

Overall and at age 15-24 years, women currently married 
at the date of interview were more likely than never married 
women to use the pill as their first method, and less likely to 
use withdrawal. These differences probably reflect the older 
age of married than never married women and thus the years in 
which they first used a method. 

Table 4 shows data on first method ever used by selected 
socioeconomic characteristics. Hispanic women were more 
likely to use the lUD as their first method (7 percent) than non- 
Hispanic women (I percent), and less likely to use the condom. 
Hispanic women appeared to be more likely to use the pill as 
their first method (48 percent) than non-Hispanic women (41 
percent), although this difference was not statistically sifjiifi- 
cant. 

Women living in the Northeast were more likely to use the 
condom and less likely to use the pill as their first method than 
women living in the West. Differences in methods used at first 
intercourse by education, income, and whether living with both 
parents at age 14 years were small and generally not statis- 
tically significant. The data suggest that Protestant women 
were more likely than Catholic women to use the pill as their 
first method (43 compared with 39 percent). Catholic women 
were more likely than Protestant women to use periodic absti- 
nence as their first method (8 percent compared with 4 per- 
cent). Women who had their first intercourse at age 1 7 years or 
less were more likely than those who had first intercourse later 
to use the condom or withdrawal as their first method. 
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Methods ever used 

Tables 5 and 6 contain data on the percent of women who 
had ever used each type of contraceptive method. These data 
show the full cumulative experience of contraceptive use in 
various subgroups of the population, which may not be reflected 
in current use. Data on ever use of methods may also be helpful 
to estimate the size of the population that has ever been ex- 
posed to the health risks and benefits of certain contraceptives 
such as the pill and lUD.'^"'^ 

Al>out 95 percent of women 1 5-44 years of age who had 
ever had intercourse had ever used some method of contracep- 
tion, irhe same proportion (95 percent) had ever used a non- 
surgical method— a method other than sterilization. This shows 
a much higher levo! of use than is suggested by measures of 
current contraceptive status, because most women who are 
cunently pregnant, seeking pregnancy, or surgically sterile 
have used some form of contraception in the past. About 85 
percent of teenagers, and more than 90 percent in each age 
group at 20 years of age and over had ever used a method. 
Women who had ever had sexual intercourse had used an 
average of 2.8 contraceptive methods (table B). White women 
used more methods than black women (2.9 versus 2.4), and 
non-Hispanic women had used more than Hispanic women 
(2.8 versus 2.4). Women in the highest education group had 
used more (3.2) than women in the lowest education group 
(2.2). Protestant women had used more methods than Catholic 
women (2.9 versus 2.6), and women with more income used 
more (2.9) than those with lower income (2.5). The»e dif- 
ferences are reflected in the data in tables 5 and 6. 

About 76 percent of women who had ever had intercourse, 
or 66 percent of all women (35.6 million), had ever used the 
pill; 52 percent (or 24.2 million) had ever used the condom; 
and 25 percent each had used foam or withdrawal. The other 
methods had been used by less than 20 percent of women 
(table 5). As was found for first method ever used and use at 
first intercourse, the proport'on who had ever used the pill was 
higher at ages 25-34 years than at 15-19 or 40-44 years of 
age. Ever use of the lUD follows a similar pattern. The per- 
cents who had used the condom and diaphragm were highest 
among women aged 25-29 and 40-44 years. These patterns 
reflect changes over time in the popularity of different methods, 
as well as the accumulated experience of women with different 
methods as they grow older. 

White women were only slightly more likely to have ever 
used a method (95 percent ) than black women (92 percent). 
However, white women were much more likely than black 
women to have used male sterilization (12 and 1 percent, re- 
spectively), and more likely to have used the diaphragm, con- 
dom, foam, periodic abstinence, and withdrawal (figure 5). 
Black women, on the other hand, were more likely than white 
women to have ever used the lUD, douche, and female sterili- 
zation. The percents who had ever used the pill ere similar for 
white and black women (figure 5). 

The percent who had ever used each method varied by 
social and economic characteristics (table 6). Hispanic women 
were less likely to have ever used any method (88 percent) 
than non-Hispanic women (95 percent), and less likely to have 
used the diaphragm, condom, periodic abstinence, and with- 



Table B. Mean number of contraceptive methods ever used by 
selected characteristics for women 15-44 vears of age who have 
ever had intercourse: United States, 1982 



Characteristic 



Mean number 
of contraceptive 
methods used 



Total' . 2.8 

Race 

White 2.9 

Black 2.4 

Hispanic origin 

Hispanic 2 4 

Non-Hispanic 2.8 

Marital status 

Never married 2 2 

Currently mb ^led 3.0 

Formerly married 3.1 

Education 

Less than 1 2 years 2 2 

12 years 2.7 

1 3 years or more 3.2 

Religion 

Protestant 2.9 

Catholic 2.6 

Poverty level income 

1 49 percent or !ess 2.5 

1 50 percent or more 2 9 

Age 

1 5-1 9 years 1 .7 

20-24 years 2.3 

25-29 years 3.0 

30-34 years 3.2 

35-39 years 3.1 

40-44 years 3.2 

^Includes white, black, and other races. Protestant. Cathohc. other rehgions. 
and no religion. 

NOTE Weighted numbers niay be obtained from tables 5 ar^d 6 



drawal. Hispanic women also appeared to be less likely to have 
ever used the pill, male sterilization, and foam, but these dif- 
ferences were not statistically significant. Hispanic women 
were substantially more likely, however, to have ever used the 
lUD than non-Hispanic women (29 percent compared with 18 
percent). 

Variations by region in the proportions ever having used 
specific methods were generally not large or significant. How- 
ever, the percent who ever used the pill was lower in the 
Northeast than in the other three regions; and the percent who 
ever used periodic abstinence was lower in the South than in 
the other three regions. 

Education was associated with use at first intercourse 
(table 1), but not with first method ever used (table 4). Educa- 
tion was, however, strongly associated with the percent who 
have ever used specific methods (figure 6). The percent who 
ever used the diaphragm increased from 7 percent in the lowest 
education group to 28 percent in the ^ighest. The proportion 
who ever used the condom increased from 44 percent of those 
with less t^on 12 years of education to 58 percent for those 
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Figure 5. Percent of women 15-44 years of age who had ever had intercourse who had ever used selected methods, by race. United States 
1982 



with 13 years or more. The percent who ever used periodic 
abstinence increased with education from 8 to 25 percent. 
Furthermore, the proportion who ever used the pill> male ster- 
ilization, and withdrawal was lower for those with less than 12 
years of school than for those in the other education groups. 
These findings did not appear to be the result of age: When 
women 15-1> or 15-24 years of age (who may not have com- 
pleted their education) were removed^ the differences persisted 
(tabulations not shown). 

Comparing women in the lowest income group (149 per- 
cent of poverty or below) with those in the highest (300 percent 
or higher), women with higher family incomes were more likely 
than women with low incomes to have ever used male steriliza- 
tion, the pill, the diaphragm, condom^ and periodic abstinence. 
Many of these differences parallel those by race and educa- 
tion. 

Earlier studies found that the percent of married women 
who had ever used speciric methods differed sharply by reli- 
gious affiliation,^ and that was true for all women in 1982 
(table 6). Protestant women were more likely to have ever used 
the pill than Catholic women (81 percent compared with 68 
percent), and less likely to have ever used periodic abstinence 
(16 percent compared with 23 percent). Protestant women were 
also more likely to have used female or male sterilization than 
Catholic women. 



Women who had their first intercourse at age 18 years or 
later were more likely to have ever used male sterilization, the 
diaphragm, periodic abstinence, and less likely to have used 
the pill or withdrawal than women who began having inter- 
course before age 18 years. Differences in the percents ever 
having used specific methods by whether the respondent liv^d 
with both parents at age 14 years were generally small and not 
significant. 

Use of the oral contraceptive pill 

The pill was the leading nonsurgical method in the United 
States in 1982, and had been since at least 1965.^ Two-thirds 
of all women 15-44 years of age in the United States, about 
35.7 million women, had ever used oral contraceptives— more 
than any other method. This means that more women had been 
exposed to the health risks and benefits of this method than any 
other.'^*^^ Table 7 shows the percent of all women who had 
ever used and were currently using the pill, along with the per- 
cent of former users who were told to stop using the pill by a 
doctor. 

As has been seen, the percent of women who have ever 
used the pill peaks at ages 25-34 years, and is lower at ages 
15-19 and 40-44 years (t^ble 7). Ever use is higher among 
ever married than never married women, higher among Prot- 
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Figure 6. Percent of women years of age who had ever had intercourse who had ever used selected methods, by education: 

United States, 1982 



estant than Catholic women, and lower among those living in 
the Northeast than those living elsewhere. Although 66 percent 
ha/e ever used the pill, only 16 percent are currently using it. 
Therefore, less than one in four ever users are still using the 
pill. The percent currently using the pill was lower among 
white than black women, and declined after age 20-24 years. 

About one in three former users were told to stop using the 
pill by a doctor. This proportion increased with age, and, there- 
fore, was higher for ever married than fur never married women. 
This percent was also higher among black than white women. 

Current contraceptive status and method 

While ever use of contraception, as presented in tables 5 
and 6, provides a gross measure of the population's effort to 
control fertility, current use or current contraceptive status, 
shown in tables 8-15, gives a more up-to-date view of the 
population's exposure to the risk of pregnancy at a given time 
(the month of interview) and the efforts it is making to reduce 
those risks by using contraception. Current contraceptive status 
has been the most common measure of contraceptive practice 
in previous research. '♦^♦^•'^•'^ 

Current contraceptive status classifies women into those 
who are using and not using contraception. For those who are 
not using, the reasons for nonuse include sterility, pregnancy, 
trying to become pregnant, and other nonuse. Among other 



nonusers, the reasons for not using contraception may include 
(a) for never married women, the woman has never had inter- 
course; {V) the woman has had intercourse, but not in the last 3 
months; (c) the woman has had intercourse in the last 3 months, 
but is not currently having intercourse, is indifferent to the pos- 
sibility of pregnancy, has a fecundity impairment and the chance 
of pregnancy is low, or has religious or personal objections to 
using contraception. Women who are using a method are clas- 
sified by the method currently used; those using more than one 
method are classified as using the more effective method. For a 
more detailed discussion, see appendix II. 

About 27 percent of all women 15-44 years of age were 
not exposed to the risk of pregnancy because of sterility in 
1982, including 26 percent who were surgically sterile or 
married to sterile husbands (table 8). Of these 26 percent, 18 
percent were contraceptively sterile and 8 percent surgically 
sterile for noncontraceptive reasons. An additional 5 percent 
were currently pregnant or post partum, and 4 percent were 
seeking pregnancy. Another 27 percent were not using contra- 
ception for other reasons, including 14 percent who had never 
had intercourse, 6 percent who had not had intercourse in the 
last 3 months, and 7 percent who had had intercourse but were 
not using a method. 

An additional 37 percent were using methods other than 
sterilization; adding these to the 18 percent contraceptively 
sterile, about 55 percent were using some form of contraccp- 
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tion. The leading methods in 1982 were sterilization and the 
pill (table 8): 6.4 million women were using female steriliza- 
tion; 3.2 million, male sterilization; 8.4 million women were 
currently using the pill; 2.2 million, the lUD; and about 9.3 
million were using other methods (Figure 7). 

The proportions of women who ever used a given method 
of contraception are necessarily equal to, or greater than, the 
proportion who currently used that method, with one excep- 
tion—female sterilization. Aside from a very small number of 
surgical reversals, all women who have ever used female steri- 
lization are also currently using it. However, women who ever 
used female sterilization for family planning as shown in tables 
5 and 6 substantially exceed the number classified as currently 
using contraceptive female sterilization. This difference results 
from a different basis of classification. Ever users were those 
who identified female sterilization as a method they had used, 
from a card listing methods of "birth control or family plan- 



ning.'* Current users were only those who answered afHrma- 
tively to the explicit, qualifying question, "Was one reason for 
the operation because you had all the children you wanted?" 
The effect of this difference was discussed in a recent paper,^^ 
and a further analysis is planned. 

Black women of all marital statuses (table 8) were more 
likely than white women to have female contraceptive sterili- 
zation operations, to be using the pill, and to be having inter- 
course in the last 3 months and not using a method. White 
women, on the other hand, were much more likely than black 
women to be relying on male sterilization and more likely to 
have never had intercourse or to be using the diaphragm or the 
condom. When these comparisons are limited to currently 
married and formerly married women, they persist, but are not 
always statistically significant. 

Hispanic women (or their current husbands) were less 
likely to be surgically sterile (18 percent) than non-Hispanic 




^Includes both male and female stenlization. 

^Includes temperature rhythm, natural famdy planning, and calendar rhythm methods. 



Figure 7. Number of women 15-44 years of age using specified methods of contraception at the date of interview. United States, 1982 
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women (26 percent) or their husbands. The difference in fe- 
male sterilization between Hispanic and other women was 
small and not statistically significant, but the difference in male 
sterilization (2 versus 6 percent) was larger and was statistically 
significant. Hispanic and non-Hispanic women were about 
equally likely to use the pill, but Hispanic women were much 
more likely than others to be using the lUD (10 percent com- 
pared with 4 percent) and less likely to be using the diaphragm 
or condom than other women. 

Contraceptive use among never 
married women 

Table 9 presents data on the current contraceptive status 
of the 19 million never married women 15-44 years of age in 
the United States in 1982. This is the first cycle of the survey 
that obtained data from all never married women, so no data 
are available for previous years. Of these 1 9 million women, 
almost half (46 percent) were teenagers. About 38 percent of 
all never married women 15-44 years of age had never had 
intercourse, and an additional 1 1 percent had not had inter- 
course in the 3 months before interview. Thus about half were 
not having intercourse in the 3 months before interview. Few 
were sterile (3 percent), pregnant or post partum (3 percent), or 
seeking pregnancy (1 percent). 

About one in three never married women (6.4 million) 
were using nonsurgical methods of contraception. More than 
half of these (3.6 million) were using the pill; the next leading 
method among never married women was the diaphragm, used 
by 0.9 million never married women. 

Differences in contraceptive status by age among never 
married women were very large and tended to reflect the pro- 



portions in each age group who had never had intercourse, or 
had not had intercourse in the 3 months before the interview. 
For example, the proportion who never had intercourse was 70 
percent for women 15-17 years of age and 23 percent for those 
20-44 years of age. Reflecting these differences, never married 
teenagers were less likely than older never married women to 
be using a method of contraception, or to be using the pill, 
lUD, or diaphragm in particular. 

Table C is limited to women at risk of unintended preg- 
nancy. This allows a comparison of contraceptive use without 
the disturbing effects of the sharply different percents who had 
never had intercourse. Among women at risk, 78 percent were 
using a method. The difference by age found among all never 
married women (table 9) was also found when limited to those 
at risk: Teenage women at risk were still less likely to use a 
method (69 percent) than women 20-44 years of age at risk 
(82 percent). 

Method choices of contracepting never married women 
also differed by age when limited to those at risk (table C), The 
pattern differs somewhat from that in table 9, in that contra- 
ceptors aged 15-19 years were more likely than older contra- 
ceptors to use the pill. However, using either measure (tables C 
and 9), older contraceptors were more likely to use the dia- 
phragm, lUD, or sterilization. 

Among never married women, black women were much 
more likely to be currently at risk of pregnancy than white 
women (table 9). Black women were much more likely than 
white women to have ever had intercourse (80 and 58 percent, 
respectively) and more likely to have had intercourse in the 3 
months before the interview (73 and 46 percent, respectively). 
However, black never married women were also more likely to 



Table C. Number of never married women 15-44 years of age who were exposed to the risk of an unintended pregnancy, percenl using a 
method of contraception, and percent distribution by method used, according to race and age: United States. 1982 



Contraceptive method 



Race and age 



Women A,l 

exposed^ Contraceptors methods Sterihzation Pill 



Other 

lUD Diaphragm Condom methods^ 



Number in 

All races^ thousands Percent Percent distribution 

15-44 years 8,664 77.6 100.0 5.0 53.2 5.5 13 5 11.7 111 

15-I9years 2,853 68.6 100.0 •0.4 62.3 *0.% '64 22.2 '7.8 

15-17years 1.070 61.2 100.0 • 64.1 '1.2 •3.6 24.7 ^6.4 

20-44 years 5.810 82.1 100.0 6.9 49.5 7.3 16 4 7 4 12 5 

White 

l5-44years 6,322 79.3 100.0 '3 0 51.7 '4.3 168 12.8 11.3 

15-I9years 2,173 70.1 100.0 •0.6 59.7 '0 1 '7 7 24.5 '7.5 

15-17years 793 61.8 100.0 • 63.0 •0.3 '4.4 '28 2 4.1 

20-44 years 4,150 84.1 100.0 M.I 48.2 '6 2 20.8 7.7 13.0 

Black 

15-44 years 2,099 73.2 100.0 12.1 58.8 8.0 *2.6 8 0 10.5 

15-19years 617 64.3 100.0 • 71.0 '4.2 '2.0 '130 •9.9 

15-17years 252 59.0 100.0 • 65.1 '4.5 '1.5 '14.5 14.3 

20-44 years 1.482 76.9 100.0 16.3 5 4.5 9.4 *2.9 ^.2 10 8 

includes women using contraception and those not using contraception who had sexual intercourse m the last 3 months and were not pfegnant post panum seeking 
pregnancy, or noncontraceptively sterile 
^Includes whito« black, and other races 

^includes foam, periodic abstinence, withdrawal, douche« suppositories^ and other methods. 



be surgically sterile (8 percent), whether for contraceptive or 
noncontraceptive reasons, than white never married women ( 1 
percent). The use of nonsurgical contraception was also greater 
among black than among white women (38 and 33 percent, 
respectively). The comparatively greater use of contraception, 
both surgical and nonsurgical, among never married black 
women reflects their greater exposure to the risk of pregnancy. 
When the comparison is restricted only to those having inter- 
course in the 3 months before the interview, black women were 



Table D. Percent of women 15-44 years of age using contraception 
and percent distribution by current method of contraception, 
according to marital status: United States, 1982 

Widowed. 



Current 
contraceptive method 


Total 


Never 
married 


Currently 
married 


divorced, or 
separated 






Percent of women 






54.5 


35.1 


68.0 


53.5 






Percent distribution 






100.0 


100.0 


100.0 


100.0 


Female sterilization. . . 


21.9 


3.3 


25 6 


37.0 




10.8 


•1.8 


15.4 


•3.5 


Pill 


28.6 


53.2 


198 


29 5 


lUD 


7.3 


5.5 


7.1 


12.0 




8.3 


13.5 


6.7 


•6.9 


Condom 


12.2 


11.7 


144 


•1.6 


Other methods^ 


10.9 


11.1 


11.1 


96 


includes foam, periodic a 


bstinence, v> 


Mthdrawal. do 


uche. and other meihods 



actually les . likel> to be using contraception (73 percent) than 
white women (79 percent), although this difference was not 
statistically significant. Among never married contraceptors, 
the percents using a surgical or nonsurgical method are similar 
by race. Among never married contraceptors, whitr* women 
were much more likely than black women to use the die^phragm 
( 17 compared with 3 percent). Other differences by race in the 
percents using individual methods were not statistically sig- 
nificant, but overall, black women were more likely to use one 
of the more effective methods (pill, lUD, or sterilization): 79 
percent compared with 58 percent. 

Contraceptive use annong ever married women 

Compared with that of never married women, the contra- 
ceptive status and method choices of currently and formerly 
married women differed sharply (tables 8, 9, and D, and fgure 
8). About 35 percent of never married, 54 percent of previously 
married, and 68 percent of currently married women were cur- 
rently using a method (table D). These differences reflect large 
differences by marital status in the proportion of women who 
were at risk of pregnancy: 45 percent of never married, 64 
percent of previously married, and 73 percent of currently 
married women (calculated from tables 8 and 9). 

As is seen in table 9, the main reasons for nonexposure 
among never .married women were never having had intercourse 
and not having intercourse in the 3 months before the inter- 
view. The main reasons for nonexposure among currently 
married women (table 8) were noncontraceptive sterility, being 
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status: United States^ 1982 
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pregnant or post panum, and seeking pregnancy. Among pre 
viously married women the main reasons for nonexposure vvere 
noncontraceptive steriilty and not ha\ ing had intercourse in the 
3 months before the interview. 

When the comparison is limited to those at risk of unin- 
tended pregnancy, 78 percent of never married, 87 percent of 
previously married and 93 percent of currently married women 
were using a method during the month of interview (table C, 
and calculated from tables 8 and 9). 

The percents of unmarried women (never or previously 
married) who were currently using contraception are lower 
partly because they were less likely to be having intercourse in 
the last 3 months. However, many unmarried women have in- 
tercourse sporadically, so that if the comparison is further re- 
stricted to those having intercourse in the month of interview, 
then the proportions using a method increase to 87 percent of 
never married, 89 percent of previously married, and 94 per- 
cent of currently married women. In other words, w hen only 
those currently at risk are examined, the differences by marital 
status in the percent using a method narrow considerably, but 
do not disappear entirely. 

To show method preference among women using contra- 
ception (including contraceptive sterilization) apart from the 
propensity to use contraception at alL table D contains the 
percent distribution of women using contraception by method 
used. These percents are not affected by the differences in the 
proportion not using any method. 

Over half of all never married contraceptors (53 percent) 
were currently using the pill in 1982, compared with 30 per- 
cent of formerly married and 20 percent of currently manied 



women (table D and figure 9). The pilK diaphragm, and con- 
dom accounted for abc/Ut four out of five of all never married 
contraceptors. In sharp contrast, sterilization y p.o the leading 
method among currently and formeriy married women» ac- 
counting for about two out of five contraceptor. in each group. 
Among currently married and formerly mame \ omen, temale 
sterilization alone was the leading method (figi iC C). The pi!l 
was the second leading method in both groups. Factors ex- 
plaining the differences in contraceptive choice by marital status 
may include age, parity, intent to have— or not have— future 
children, number of partners, and frequency of intercourse. 

Trends and differentials among married 
couples, 1965-82 

Contraceptive metb'xi choice among married couples using 
contraception changed dramatically between 1965 and 1982, 
although the changes in the percents using some method (con- 
traceptive status) were relatively small, and many were not 
significant. The profound changes in method choice can be ex- 
amined using data from all three cycles of the NSFG and the 
1965 National Fertility Survey. The data for 1982 in tables 10 
and 11, and in table E for 1965, 1973, 1976, and 1982 are 
comparable to data in a previous NSFG report.^ In 1982» as in 
earlier years« both contraceptive status and method choice dif- 
fered from one population subgroup to another. The ccntra- 
ceptive status of married couples is shown only for 1982 (table 
'0) because the cnanges in these categories were very small, 
and generally not statistically significant. 

Differentials in contraceptne 5/a/ii5— Because younger 
couples were less likely to have had all the children they in 
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T«h}9 £. Percent distribution of currently married women 15-44 years of age using contraception by method >f contraception, according to 
aQv/ inle.'it and race: United States. 1965-32 



Method of contuiception 



Female Male Other 

Age, intent and : ace Total sterilization sterilization Pill lUD Dtap.iragm Condom methods 



AGE 

1 5-44 years Percent distribution 



1982 . 




1 UU.U 


zo.b 


1 R /4 
1 O.** 


1 Q Q 


7 1 
/ . 1 


D. / 




111 
1 1 • 1 


1976 . 




1 CCD 


1 4.1 


1 o.o 


OO.Z 


Q Q 
9.0 




1 n Q 


1 1; 1 


1973 




1 00.0 


12.3 


11.2 


QC 1 
OD. 1 


.i.O 




1 o.u 


1 Q 


1965 




100.0 


7.2 


5.2 


23.9 


•1.2 


9.9 


22.0 


30.6 


15-29 years 














1982 




tOO.O 


11.0 


6.4 


40.5 


7.2 


9.0 


14.2 


11.8 


1976 




100.0 


6.3 


5.5 


51.0 


10.5 


3.9 


9.6 


13.2 


1973 




100.0 


5.9 


5.3 


53.6 


12.0 


2.5 


10.0 


10.7 


1965 




100.0 


k2 


2.9 


41.3 


1.8 


62 


19.3 


25.3 


30-44 years 












1982 




100.0 


35.0 


21.2 


6.^ 


7.0 


5.2 


14.6 


10.6 


1976 




100.0 


20.8 


20.0 


18.0 


8.4 


4.6 


11.7 


16.5 


1973 




100.0 


17.7 


16.1 


21.4 


7.6 


4.2 


16.4 


16.6 


1965 




10C.0 


9.8 


6.6 


12.7 


0.8 


12.2 


23.8 


34.1 


INTENT TO HAVE (MORE) CHILDREN 
Intends no more children 














1982 




100.0 


38.2 


23.0 


S.2 


6.0 


3.1 


12.3 


8.2 


1976 




100.0 


21.9 


20.7 


22.0 


8.4 


3.3 


10.6 


13.1 


1973 




100.0 


18.7 


16.9 


25.3 


7.9 


3.5 


13.8 


13.9 


1965 




100.0 


10.2 


7.3 


19.5 


1.2 


11.3 


22.4 


28.1 


Intends more children 
















1982 




100.0 






44.6 


6.8 


154 


18.4 


14.9 


1976 




100.0 






55.8 


10.0 


6.4 


10.8 


17.0 


1973 




100.0 






61.1 


10.1 


3.7 


12.6 


12.5 


1965 




100.0 






38.1 


•1.4 


5.8 


19.1 


35.6 


RACE 

White 


















1982 




100.0 


24.7 


162 


19.5 


7.0 


6.8 


14.8 


11.0 


1976 




100.0 


13.9 


14.;i 


32.9 


9.2 


4.4 


10.9 


14.5 


1973 




100.0 


11.6 


11.9 


35.6 


9.4 


3.6 


14.1 


13.8 


1965 




100.0 


6.5 


5.5 


24.0 


•1.1 


10.4 


22 4 


30.1 


Slack 














1982 




100.0 


34.4 


3.6 


25.5 


9.6 


5.4 


7.1 


14.4 


1976 




100.0 


18.7 


"3.0 


38.0 


10.6 


•3.0 


7.9 


18.8 


1973 




100.0 


22.7 


•1.7 


43.8 


12.7 


•2.0 


5.3 


5.3 


1965 




100.0 


15.3 


•0.6 


21.6 


2.8 


5.0 


17.4 


37.3 



tended, couples aged 15-29 years in 1982 were more likely to 
be pregnant, post partum, or seeking pregnancy and less likely 
to be noncontraceptively sterile than those aged 30-44 years. 
The percent using contraception was not significantly different 
in the two age groups. Black wives were less likely in 1 982 to 
be using contraception axxd more likely to be **other nonusers" 
than were white wives; these facts are consistent with findings 
in previous surveys since 1965.^ 

The data suggest that couples who intended no more chil- 
dren in 1982 were more likely to use contraception than those 
who intended more (70 compared with 63 percent). Because 
they were still having their families, couples who intended 
more were more likely to be pregnant, post partum, or seeking 



pregnancy than those who intended no more children and (by 
definition) none were noncontraceptively sterile. 

Analogous differences are observed among couples as the 
years since first marriage increase: As couples are married 
longer, as their age increases id as they have the children 
they intend, the proportion , an*, post partum, or seeking 
pregnan y decreases, and t*.. ^^roportion noncontraceptively 
sterile increases. 

Trends in method choice-'By 1982, female sterilization 
was the leading method overall and for couples with wives aged 
30-44 years; but the pill was still the leading method among 
younger couples (figure 10). This pattern, however, had changed 
dramatically since 1965. The percent of married contraceptors 



15 



usinc Temale sterilization more than tripled between 1 965 a».J 
1982, from 7 percent in 1965 to 12 percent in 1973 and 26 
percent in 1982 (table E and figure 11). Much of the increase 
in female sterilization occurred between 1976 and 1982 (from 
14 to 26 percent). Male sterilization also increased during the 
years 1965-82, but very little of this rise occurred between 
1976 a^id 1982 (13 to 15 percent). The proportion using the 
pill increased by half from 1965 to 1973, from 24 to 36 percent, 
but plummeted to 20 percent by 1982, below its 1965 level 
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Figure 10. Percent of currently married contraceptors 1 5-44 yaars 
of age using specified methods of contraception, by age: 
United States. 1982 



(fij^ure 1 1). B> 1982, female sterilization had become the lead- 
ing method of contraception among married couples, used by 
26 per .it. It was followed by the pill (20 percent), male steril- 
ization (15 percent), and the condom (14 percent). 

IfUcn: The pill wai> the leading method among couples 
intendii.t more children in all four survey years, but the pro- 
portion diopped b> une fourth— from 61 percent In 1973 to < 3 
percent in 1982. In these same years, however, the proportion 
of contraceptors intending mure births who were using the dia- 
phragrn ii-.creased from 4 percent in 1973 lo 15 percent in 1982. 
In 1965, the diaphragm typically was used to terminate child- 
bearing; in 1982 it was usually used to delay future birthf.. 
Between 1973 and 1982, the proportion of contraceptors in- 
tending more births who were using the condom increased from 
13 to 18 percent. 

Among ccuplcs who intended no more children, the lending 
methods by 1982 were female sterilization, used by 38 percent, 
and male sterilization, used by 23 percent. The percent, using 
female sterilization nearly doubled since 1976» from 22 to 38 
percent, while there was no significant increase in male ster- 
ilization since 1976. Overall, 61 percent of couples 'Intending 
no more births in 1 982 were using sterilization, compared with 
only 18 percent in 1965. 

/l^e— Among wives aged 15-29 years, the leading method 
in all four survey years was the pill, but over 50 percent were 
using it in 1973 and 1976» compared with about 41 percent in 
1965 and 1982. While the proportion of wives aged 15-29 
years using the pill dropped in this group from 1976 to 1982, 
the proportion using the condom» diaphragm, and female steri- 
lization increased. 

Among couples aged 30-44 years, the percent using fe- 
male sterilization increased more than threefold, from 10 to 35 
percent, between 1965 and 1982. Much of this increase oc- 
curred since 1 976. Although male sterilisation also tripled (from 
7 to 21 percent) between 1965 and 1982» little if any of this 
mcrease occurred between 1976 and 1982. The proportion of 
wives aged 30-44 years using the pill dropped by about two- 
thirds, from 18 to 6 percent, from 1976 to 1982. Although the 
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Figure 11. Percent of currently married contraceptors 15 4-^ years of age using selected methods. United States, 1965. 1973. and 1982 
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percent using the diaphragm increased among > ounger women, 
there was no significant change between 1 976 and 1 982 among 
older couples. These differences by age reflect the fact that 
couples with wives over 30 >ears are less likel> tu intend to 
have more children, and, therefore, are more likel> to choose 
permanent, or surgical, methods of contraception. 

Race, intent, and duration of marriage The cuntracer 
tive practice of white couples and black couples differed sharpl> 
in each survey year. The percent using female sterilization was 
higher for black couples in each surve> year, and the propor 
tion using male sterilization was lower. Among white couples, 
both male and female sterilization increased considerably be 
tween 1965 and 1982, but among black couples the increase in 
male sterilization was very small (1 to 4 percent). The 19 
percentage-point rise in female sterilization among black cou 
pies, from 15 to 34 percent, was as large as the 18 percent 
age-point rise among white couples (from 7 to 25 percent). 
By 1982, about 1 in 10 sterilizations to black couples were to 
males, compared wHh about 4 in 10 among white couples. The 
proportion of coniraceptors using the pill has been higher for 
black than white couples since 1973, and the percent usmg the 
condom was lower for black than white couples in each surve> 
year. 

Because couples o*.cr 30 years of age are more likel> to 
intend no more children, couples aged 30 44 >ears svere more 
likely than couples aged 15 29 >ears tu use female and male 
sterilization and less likely to use the pill m all four surve> 
years^ (table 11). The same is true when wives married 15 
years or more are compared with those married less than 5 
years before the interview. Wives mtendmg to have more birth;* 
were much more likely to be using the diaphragm m i 982 ( 1 5 
percent) than wives who did .lot intend lo have more births (3 
percent). Similarly » 13 percent of women mairied less than 5 
years were using the diaphragm, compared svith onl> 3 percent 
of those married 15 >ears or more. DifTcreniials in uthei bar 
rier methods by intent were less dramatic. 



LduKuttun The percent using female sterilization appears 
to be higlier for women with less than 12 years of school (34 
percent) than for women with 13 years or more (22 percent). 
The percent using male sterilization appears to be lower for 
those with less education (10 percent) than for those with 13 
>ears or more (15 percent). The proportion using the pill was 
lower for those in the highest education group than for those in 
the other two groups. In 1 982» use of the diaphraj^iji was largely 
confined to women svith some college education. The percent 
using the diaphragm was 12 percent in that group, but 2-3 
percent in the other two groups. 

Religious nffl I tai ion — The percent using female steriliza- 
tion and the pill appeared to be higher among Protestant than 
Calholic couples, although neither difference was statistically 
significant. Tlie percent using the condom appeared to be higher 
among Catiiolic couples, and the proportion using periodic ab- 
stinence was sigmficantl> higher for Catholic than for Protes 
tant couples. 

Use of nonsurgical methods: 1976 and 1982 

Women using methods other than sterihzation are those 
most in need of continuing famil> planning services, those most 
likely to change methods, and those most at continued risk of 
contraceptive failure. For these and other reasons, it is often 
useful to examine trends and differences in contraceptive prac- 
tice separatel> among those using sterilization and those using 
temporary, or nonsurgical, m'Jthods (tables 12, 13, F, and G). 

The percent using nonsurgical methods of contraception 
decreased 9 percentage points, from 49 percent in 1976 to 40 
percent in 1982 (table F). Contraceptive sterilization (either 
niale or female) increased by 9 percentage points between 
1976 and 1982, from 19 to 28 percent. Therefore^ the percent 
not using contraception was unchanged^ at 32 percent in both 
>ears. Thus» [[ : proportion of married couples using contra- 
ception was about ihe s.^me in 1976 and 1982, but the propor- 
tion using contraceptive sterilization was n.ach higher in 1982. 



Table F. Percent distribution of currently utaitto^. .»^t.ton 15 44 yoats of ago by contrnceptive stoius. according to race. Hispanic origin, 
and parity: United States. 1976 and 19S2 



Contracepuvely Nonsurgical All 

St en to coniraceptors noncontraceptors 



Race, Hispanic ongm. and h<^ntv Total 1982 1976 J 982 1976 1982 1976 



Pffcv >t distribution 

All women lOOO 27 8 18 6 40 1 49 2 32 0 32.3 



Race 



White 
Black. 



100 0 
100 0 



28 V 
23 ■ 



19 '^ 

12 V 



40 7 
37 7 



49 5 
45 9 



31 2 
39 2 



31.2 
41.4 



Hispdntc oriyirt 



Hispanic 

Non-Hispanic 



^000 
lOC^O 



28 5 



10 7 
10 1 



43 3 
39 8 



48 8 

49 1 



35 9 
31 7 



40.5 
31.8 



Parity 

0-1 births 

2-4 births 

5 births or more 



100.0 
100.0 
100.0 



8 1 
40 9 
33.5 



2 7 
27.1 
40 3 



49.1 
34.4 
35.2 



56.1 
47.2 
27.9 



42.9 
24 7 
31.3 



41.2 
25.7 
31.8 




Source of 1976 data. National Centei fwi Hoaun Siao».icd. w L> Mwsi.ei cwni(<tcep(«vo uititzdtiun Unitod States. 1 976. /fea/f/) Sffffrfficf Sones 23. No. 7. 

DHHS Pub. No. (PHS) 81-1983 Public Hoalth Sorvre Washington US Govornment Printing Office. Mar 1981 

9 



17 



The increase in contraceptive sterilization occurred among 
both white and black couples, an^ong both Hispanic and non 
Hispanic couples, and was greatest among couples with 2 4 
children. Within the race, origin, and parity groups in table F, 
there were no statistically significant changes in the percent of 
couples who were not using contraception. 

Differentials in contraceptive status -In 1982, as in pre 
vious years, the contraceptive status of married couples varied 
markedly with age*^ (table 12). The percent contraceptively 
sterile increased with age, from zero amon^ married teenagers 
to 46 percent among couples with wives ages 40-44 years. 
The percent using nonsurgical methods decreased sharply after 
ages 20-24 years, from 59 percent to onlv 22 percent at ages 
40^44 years. The proportion noncontraceptively sterile in- 
creased with age, and the percent pregnant, post partum, or 
seeking pregnancy decreased with age. The proportion who 
were not using contraception for other reasons ('*other non- 
users**) did not change significantly with age. 

Black wives were more likely to be other nonusers than 
white wives (10 versus 5 percent) and more likely to be non- 
users of contraception in general (39 versus 31 percent). None 
of the differences between Hispanic and other wives was statis- 
tically significant, but they were consistent with findings from 
previous surveys, Hispanic couples appeared to be less likely 
to use contraceptive sterilization and more likely to be preg- 
nant, post partum, or seeking pregnancy than other women. 
Although none of the differences by religious affiliation was 
statistically significant, they also were consistent with previous 
findings.*^ It appeared that Catholic couples were less likely 
than Protestant couples to be contraceptively sterile. 



The differences by parity, however, were large and sig* 
nificant, because they indicate couples who are at different 
stages of family growth. Wives with 2 4 births (most of whom 
had had all the births they intended to have) were five tir<es 
more likely to be contraceptively sterile, less likel> to be using 
nonsurgical methods of contraception, and only one-fourth as 
likely to be pregnant, post partum, or seeking pregnancy than 
wives with zero or one birth. 

Nonsurgical method choice- As noted above, couples 
using temporary contraception are often in need of continuing 
family planning services, may be at risk of contr'\ceptive fail 
ure, and may change methods. It is, therefore, useful to view 
contraceptive patterns among those who are using methods 
other than sterilization (table G ) The proportion of married 
nonsurgical contraceptors usin^ the pill dropped by 1 2 percent 
age points, from 46 percent in 1 976 to 34 percent in 1 982. The 
proportion using the diaphragm increased, from 6 to 1 1 per* 
cent, and those using the condom increased from 15 to 24 
percent in those years. 

The decrease in the percent using the pill was 1 3 percent- 
age points for white couples and only 8 percentage points for 
black couples. There was no significant increase in the percent 
of black couples using the condom between 1976 and 1982, 
but an increase of 10 percentage points occurred among white 
couples. The decrease in the use of the pill and the increases in 
the use of the condom and diaphragm did not occur among 
Hispanics, there were no significant changes in method prefer- 
ence in this group. 

Some of the trends and differences in method preference 
by region were dramatic. For example, the proportion of nun 



Tobta G. Porcont distribution of currently marriad woman 15*44 years of age using contraceptives other than sterilization by current method, 
according to selected characteristics: United States, 1976 and 1982 



Controceptive method 



Pill Dtapbrogm Condom All other 



Choractensttc Total 1982 1976 1982 1976 1982 1976 1982 1976 



Percent distribution 





100.0 


33.5 


45.8 


11.3 


5.9 


24.4 


14.8 


30.8 


33.5 


Race 






















100.0 


32.9 


45.7 


11.5 


6.1 


25.0 


15.1 


3C.6 


33.1 


Black 


100.0 


41.1 


48.5 


8.6 


3.8 


11.4 


100 


38.9 


37.7 


Hispanic origin 






















100.0 


42.7 


41.9 


•4.8 


•4 9 


•13.8 


12.4 


38.7 


40.8 




100.0 


32.6 


45.9 


11.9 


5.9 


25.4 


15.0 


30.1 


33.2 


Region 






















100.0 


•14.6 


32.3 


20.3 


9.9 


32.8 


19.2 


32.3 


38.6 




100.0 


37.2 


50.5 


•8.6 


5.9 


23.2 


13.7 


31 0 


29.9 




100.0 


44.2 


50.9 


•6.0 


2.8 


21.5 


14.8 


28.3 


31.5 




100.0 


31.9 


45.4 


•13.5 


6.6 


21.4 


10.9 


33.2 


37 1 


Education 






















1000 


38.5 


50.0 


•3.4 


•3.1 


22.4 


12.1 


35.7 


34.8 




lOC.O 


42.2 


47.1 


•5.8 


4.2 


20.6 


15.0 


31.4 


33.7 




100.0 


24.0 


41.7 


18.8 


9.5 


28.6 


16.0 


50.2 


32.8 



' Includes white, black, and other lac^s. 
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surgical coniraccptors using the pill dropped 17 percentage 
, oinis in the T'ortheasi. from 32 percent in 1976 to 15 percent 
in 1982. As a result, the percent using the pill in the Northeast 
was only half as high as in the West and one-third as high as in 
the South, where the figure was 44 percent (figure 1 2). The pill 
was not the leading urgical method in the Northeast in 
fact, both ihe condom (i^^ed b> 33 percent; and the diaphragm 
(20 percent) were used b> mure couples in the Northeast than 
the pill in each of the other regions, the pill was used b> far 
more couples than an> othct nonsurgical method. The decrease 
in the use of the pill was largest among w i\ cs with 1 3 >ear5 or 
mure of education (18 percentage pointb). The increase m u.sc 
of the diaphragm was also largest in this group. 

Diffcrentiah in methOsi choice -In 1982 (table 13) the 
proportion of nonsurgical contracepturs ubing the pill decreased 
sharply with age. from 72 percent of married teenagers to 4 
percent of wives ages 40 44 > ears. Black uives \\ere apparentl> 
more likely to be using the pill than white wives (4! compared 
with 33 percent, figure 12). although the difference was not 
statistically significant. Black wives were substantially less 
likely to be using the condom (I I percent) than white wives 
(25 percent). 

None of the difTerences in methoii preference between 
Hispanic and non Hispanic married nonsurgical contracepturs 
was significant, but some were consistent with other findings in 
this report and with previous surveys. For example. Hispanic 
women were apparently more likely to use the pill and the lUD. 
and less likely to use the di£phragjn and condom, than other 
women,*'* The proportion using the pill was much lower, and 
the percent using the diaphragm was higher, in the Northe«i..i 
than in any of the other regions. The percent using the pill was 
clearly higher among Protestant (40 percent) than Catholic 
couples (2C ,>ercentj. and the data suggest that the percent 



using periodic abstinence was higher among Catholic ( 1 3 per 
cent) than among Protestant couples (6 percent). 

Contrnceptive use among foriuerly 
married women 

Data have been collected in all three cycles of the NSfG— 
in 1973. 1976. and 1982- on the contraceptive practice of 
widowed, divorced, and separated (oi formerly married) wo- 
men (tables H. 14. and 15). Thu is an important group, because 
their numbers incre.t^cd bv 86 percent between 1973 and 1982. 
from 3.f million to 6.7 milium, compared with an increase of 
only 6 percent for ^urrentl;, niamed women. The contraceptive 
status and method choice of these women was classified ac- 
cording to ihe same rules as for married women. 

The pcrcen* contraceptively stenic increased jusi as sharply 
between 1976 and 1982 among formerly married women — 
from 14 to 22 percent, an increase of aL.iut half- as it did 
among currently married women (tables f and H). At the same 
time, the proportion using nonsurgical methods decreased, from 
40 to 32 percent and the proportion who were other nouusers 
decreased from 3 1 to 26 percent. The p;li accounted for about 
half of nil nonsurgical contiaceptive use among formerly mar- 
ried women. Changes in other methods tended to be very small, 
except for an increase in the percent using the diaphragm, from 
I to 4 porconi of all formerly married women and from 3 to 1 2 
percent of nonsurgical contraceptors 

In 1982. there were few si^vuHcant differences in contra- 
ceptive status between subgroups ,»f formerly married women, 
primarily because oi she relati ely small sample sue in Cycle 
III. However, many of the finv' ngs parallel those from earlier 
surveys and for currently married women.'^ Women who were 
older or had more children ^vere .'lore likely to be using con- 
traceptive steriW/.ation and less hkcly to be usin§ nonsurgical 
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Figuro 12 Percont of currontiv married r ^nsurgical contraceptors 15 44 years of age currently gsing the ^jiII. by race, Hispanic origin, and 
region: United States. 1982 
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Table H. Number of widowed, divorced, and separated women 15-44 years of age and percent distribution by contraceptive status and 
method according to race: United States. 1973. 1976. and 1982 



Allraces^ White Black 



i^onifaCcpilvc diOfC/d auU nit inuu 


1982 


1976 


1973 


1982 


1976 


1973 


1982 


1976 


1973 










Numbe 


r in thousands 










6.704 


4.359 


3.601 


5.224 


3.134 


2.546 


1.310 


1.145 


1.028 










Percent distribution 










1 00 0 


100 0 


100 0 


100.0 


100.0 


100 0 


100 0 


100.0 


100.0 




38.0 


27 7 


21 4 


36.8 


26 6 


20.3 


41 5 


30 5 


24 4 




36.1 


25 5 


20.9 


35 0 


24 8 


199 


39 2 


27 7 


23.5 


Contraceptiveiy sterile 


21.6 


13 7 


12 3 


20 2 


13 1 


11.1 


27.9 


15 2 


15 3 




. . 14.5 


11.7 


84 


14.8 


11 7 


8.6 


1 1.3 


1 2.5 


8.2 




1 .9 


2 2 


•0 5 


1 8 


1 8 


•0.3 


2 4 


29 


•0.9 


Pregnant, post partum. or seeking pregnancy . 


46 


1 7 


29 


3.8 


1 3 


2.3 


7 2 


2.9 


4 5 


Other nonuser 


. 25.6 


30.6 


45.3 


25.3 


30.7 


47 4 


25.4 


28 5 


39 2 




31.8 


40.0 


30 4 


34.1 


41 4 


30 1 


25 9 


38 1 


31.9 


Pill 


158 


24.3 


18.1 


17.1 


26 1 


18 6 


1 1 4 


20.4 


17 2 


lUD 


6.4 


8.0 


7.2 


66 


7.9 


7.0 


6 3 


8.9 


7.9 




3.7 


1.2 


1 3 


4.4 


1.2 


1 5 


1 4 


1.2 


•0.6 




0.8 


1.6 


*0 9 


0.8 


1.8 


1.1 


0.9 


1.5 


•0.5 




1.1 


1.2 


•0.7 


1.1 


1 0 


•0.4 


0.9 


20 


•1.6 




1.4 


1.0 


•0 4 


1.2 


1.2 


•0 4 


2 1 


0.6 


•0 4 


Withdrawal, douche, and other methods 


2.7 


2 6 


1.8 


2.7 


2.3 


1 1 


2.8 


3 7 


3 6 



Includes white, black, and other races 



methods than those who were younger or had fewer than two 
children (tables 14, 15, and H). 

None of the differenceb by race was statistically significant, 
biit it appeared that black women were more likely to be con- 
traceptiveiy sterile, less likei> to be nonsurgical contraccptors, 
and more likely to be pregnant, post partum, or seeking preg- 
nancy. These findings are all consistent with previous research.'^ 

The differences by religious aiUliation were not significant 
but are consistent with findings for currently married women: 
Formerly married Catholic women are less lik:jly to use con- 
traceptive sterilization or nonsurgical contraception, and more 
likely to be other nonusers, than Protestant women.* 

When me .hod preference among formerly married women 
using nonsurgical methods is examined (calculated fron' table 
H), a decrease is seen between 1976 and 1982 in the percent 
currently using the pill, from 61 to 50 percent. This decrease 
also occurred among white and black women separately. 
Among white nonsurgical contraceptors, the proportion using 
the diaphragm increased from 3 percent in 1976 to 13 percent 
in l982, among black women, there was much less change. 

Method choices of formerly married contraccptors differed 
significantly only by age and parity. Formerly married contra- 
ceptors aged 15-29 years were more likely to use the pill, and 
less likely to use the lUD than those aged 30-44 years. Those 
with fewer than two children were more likely to use the pill 
and less likely to use the lUD than formerly married women 
with two or more children (table 15). 

Source of the current method 

Methods that can only be obtained with a prescription 
must come originally from cither a private medical service 
(private doctor, private group practice, or health maintenance 



organization) or a doctor at a clinic. About 27 percent of wo- 
men using the pill first obtained the prescription from a clinic, 
which me;*n3 that about 73 percent first obtained the prescription 
from a private doctor (table 16). Overall, the percent who ob- 
tained the pill, lUD, and diaphragm from a clinic did not differ 
significantly. However, there were wide variations by marital 
status, race, and age, because large percents of poor, black, 
and teenage women obtain contraceptive methods from clinics 
rather than private doctors.^-^^ ^^ 

Black women were about twice as likely to obtain the pill 
or lUD from a clinic as white women. About 46 percent 
black and 23 percent of white women first obtained their pre- 
scription for the pill from a clinic. About 47 percent of black 
and 26 percent of whivC women first obtained their lUD at a 
clinic. 

By marital status, never married wo.men were about twice 
as likely to obtain these methods at a clinic as were currently 
married women (40 compared w ith 1 8 percent ) Ne\ er married 
women were about twice as likely to obtain the pill from a 
clinic (36 compared with 18 percent), about three times as 
like'' to obtain their current lUD from a clinic (59 percent 
compared with 21 percent), and about three times as likely to 
obtain their diaphragm from a clinic (47 percent compared 
with 14) as were currently married women. Women 15-19 
years of age were more likely to obtain each of these methods 
from clinics than older women. 

These findings are consistent with other data from the 
NSFG on sources of family planning services,2-2' which show 
that young, never married, and black women are more likely to 
visit clinics for their family planning services than arc older, 
ever manied, and white women. In turn, this fact may account 
in part for their substantial acceptance of these methods, as 
shown in the eariier sections of this report. 
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Tibl« 1. Numb«r of wom«n 1S-44 years of age who have ever had sexual intercourse end percent who used a contraceptive method at first 
saxual intarcoursee by aga and selected characteristics: United States, 1982 

(Statistics are based on a sample of the household population of the conterminous United States. See appendixes fo» discussion of the sample design, estimates of 
sampling vanabihty. and definitions of terms] 



Ever had intercourse Used cor traceptiort at first intercourse 



15-24 years 7 5-24 years 



15-44 15-19 25-34 35-44 15-44 15- !9 25-34 35-44 

Characteristic years Total years years years years Total years years years 



Number m thousands 

Allwomen^ 46.684 13.547 4.467 19,118 

Race 

White 39.031 11.992 3.512 16.084 

Black 6.263 2.207 835 2.446 

Hispanic origin 

Hispanic 3.713 1,064 442 1,677 

Non-Hispanic 42.970 12.483 4.025 17,441 

Marital status^ 

Never married 11,749 8.047 3.785 3.122 

Currently married 28.231 4.741 612 12.924 

Widowed, divorced, or separated 6,704 759 70 3.072 

Education^ 

Less than 12 years 9.668 4,102 2.398 3.043 

12 years 18.557 5.376 1.539 7.353 

13 years or more 18.459 4.068 530 8.722 

Religion^ 

Protestant 27.458 7.830 2.615 11.009 

Catholic 14.395 4.386 1.370 6.051 

Poverty level income^ 

149 percent or less 11,931 5.313 2.081 4.263 

150 percent or more 34,753 8.234 2.386 14.855 

300 percent cr more 20.386 4.365 1.257 8.593 

Living arrangements at age 14 years 

Living with both parents 34.921 9.590 2.601 14.273 

Living with 1 or neither parent 11.763 3.957 1.866 4,844 

Age at first intercourse 

17 years and under 21,695 9,172 4,034 8.095 

1 8 years and over 24,989 4.375 433 1 1 .023 

includes white, black, and other races. Protestant. Catholic, other religions, and no religion 
^Denotes characteristics at date of interview, not at first intercourse 



Percent 



14.019 



1 1 ,954 
1,610 



972 
1 3.046 



580 
10.566 
2.873 



2.523 
5.828 
5.668 



8.619 
3.957 



2.355 
1 1 .664 
7,427 



11.058 
2.961 



4,429 
9.590 



44.5 



46.6 
33.6 



24.7 
46.2 



50.1 
44.8 
33.2 



26.3 
44.5 
54.0 



44.7 
^^2.6 



34.1 
48.0 
51.4 



46 6 
38.1 



40 6 
47.8 



48.8 



52.0 
34 5 



26.5 
50.7 



52.8 
43.9 
37.5 



32.1 
52.6 
60.7 



44.8 
53.8 



39.7 
54.7 
59.1 



52.1 
40 8 



45.5 
55.9 



48 2 



52.1 
36.0 



22.9 
50.9 



50.7 
35.6 
21.6 



35 3 
65.2 
57.2 



47 2 
49.1 



38.4 
56.7 
58.6 



51 1 
44.1 



47.4 
54 9 



44.5 



46.6 
33.1 



23.4 
46.5 



44.6 
47.2 
32.8 



21.7 
43.6 
53.1 



47.4 
40.3 



30.4 
48.5 
49.6 



46.8 
37.7 



38.6 
48.8 



40.3 



41.5 
33.1 



24.9 
41.5 



43.3 
42.3 
32.5 



22.5 
38 1 
50.5 



41.1 
33.6 



28.4 
42.7 
49.0 



41 6 
35.3 



34 4 
43.1 
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23 



g Table 2. Number of women 15-44 years of age who used a contraceptive method at first sexual intercourse and percent distribution by method used and selected characteristics 
United States* 1982 

(Statistics are based on a sample of the household population of the contermirous United States See appendixes for discussion of the sample design, estimates of sampling variability, and definitions of termsj 



1 5-44 years. . . 

1 5-24 years. . . 

15-1 9 years. 
25-34 years. . . 
35-44 years. . . 



Characteristic 



RACE AND AGE 
All races^ 



Total 



Number m 
thousands 



Cor\traceptive method 



All 
methods 



Female Male 
sterili' sterili- 
zation zation 



Pill 



Periodic 

Dia- absti- With- Other 

lUD phragm Condom Foam nence drawal Douche methods 



Percent distribution 



20.766 


100.0 


*0 2 


*0.3 


28.2 


*0.5 


1 9 


38 5 


38 


5 3 


19.1 


•i.o 


1.2 


6.615 


100.0 




*0.6 


25.1 


*0.2 


•0 9 


39 2 


*1 6 


60 


25 1 


05 


0.9 


2.152 


1000 




*1.4 


173 


•0 1 


*0 2 


46.6 


*0.5 


•4.3 


27 2 


•0 8 


*1 8 


8.501 


1000 


0.0 


*0.1 


34 4 


•1.0 


*1 0 


33 9 


5.2 


4 4 


183 


•0 7 


*1 0 


5.650 


1000 


0.5 


*0 2 


22 3 


•0.2 


4 5 


44.7 


4.3 


5.9 


13 2 


•2 1 


•20 



White 



Black 



1 5-44 years. . . 

1 5-24 years. . . 

15-1 9 years. 
25-34 yea'^ 
35—44 years. . . 



1 5—44 years 

1 5-24 years 

15-19 years 

25-34 years 

35-44 years 

AGE AT FIRST INTERCOURSE 

1 7 years and under 

18 years and over 

MARITAL STATUS^ 

Never married , 

Currently married 

Widowed, divorced, or separated 

^Includes white, black, and other races. 

^Denotes marital status at date of interview, not at first intercourse. 



18.172 
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•0 2 
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•2.0 


2.104 
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•0.2 
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46 9 


5 1 


♦2 9 


83 


4.0 


♦2.4 
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38.4 


♦0.2 


♦0.9 
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♦l 4 
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♦l 1 
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29.2 
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52.1 
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♦2.3 
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♦l 1 


•1.3 
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•0 2 
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40.9 


♦2 0 
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2b 1 


♦0 8 


♦0.9 


1 2.649 
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•0.2 


♦0.1 


32.1 


•0.7 


2.7 


37 1 


4.3 


4 7 
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♦1 1 


♦1.3 


2.226 


100.0 






22.5 


0.0 


♦1.7 


40 4 


5.8 


4 1 


22 7 


♦l 1 


♦l 7 
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TaM 3. Number of women 15-44 years of age who have ever had sexual intercourse, percertt and number who have ever used a contraceptive method, and percent distribution by first 
method ever used, according to race, marital status, and age: UnKed States. 1982 

(Statistics are based on a sample of the household population of the conterminous United States. See appendixes for discussion of the sample design, estimates of sampling variability, and definitions of terms) 



First contraceptive method 



Femafe 



Male 



Race, marital status, and age 








All 


sterili- 


sterili- 






Dia- 






Total 


Ever contraceptors 


methods 


zation 


zation 


Pill 


lUD 


phragm 


Con dam 


Foam 


RACE AND AGE 


Number in 
























Number in 


















Ail races^ 


thousands 


Percent 


thousands 












Percent distribution 




1 5—44 years 


46.684 


94.8 


44,266 


inn n 


n Q 

V.O 


•n A 


4 1 .b 


1 .8 


2.3 


30 0 


4.0 




4.467 


85.4 


3,817 


100.0 


- 


•0.8 


30.9 


•0.4 


•0.9 


39.9 


•1.2 




9.080 


93.8 


8.516 


100.0 


•0.1 


•0.5 


44.1 


•0 8 


•1.8 


9R 7 
£,0. f 


•2 1 




9,929 


97.6 


9.693 


100.0 


•0.3 


•0.1 


51 5 


2.5 


•i!o 


22.1 


3.4 


30-34 years 


9.189 


97.4 


8.946 


100.0 


•0.5 


•0.2 


49.1 


2.8 


•1 5 


27 4 


5 2 


35-39 years 
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96.8 


7.479 
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*i Q 
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Ar\ n 
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1 / 
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31.3 
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40-44 years 


6.293 
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•2.3 
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18.8 
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41.2 
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1 5—44 years 
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26 
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26.5 


•0.2 


•1.1 


40.6 
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20-24 years 


7,480 


94.1 


7.041 
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•0.6 


41.1 


•0.7 




oU I. 


•1.8 


25-29 /ears 


8.313 


98 2 


8.1 61 
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•0.2 


•0.1 


49.9 


•2 5 


•1.1 


21.9 


34 




7,771 


97.5 


7.575 


100.0 


•0.5 


•0.3 


48.7 


•2.7 


•1 6 


27.0 


5.2 


35-39 years 


6,535 


97.3 


6.360 




*1 A 


•n 7 


4U.b 




•1.9 


32.1 


4 9 


40—44 years 


5,419 






100.0 


•2.2 


•0.7 


18.3 


•0.7 


8.7 


40.9 


53 


Black 


























6,263 


91 6 


5.739 
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1.3 




49.5 


3.0 


•1.0 


28.1 
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1 5—19 years 


835 


79.7 
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inn n 








*^ A 
1 .4 




35.0 


2.1 


20-24 years 


1.372 
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1.271 


1 nn n 


*n R 
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0 2 


25—29 years 


1,31 6 
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1 nn n 
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1 .u 
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•2.9 


•0.5 


21.9 


4.2 


30-34 years 
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•0.9 




50.2 


•3 7 


•1 1 


29.1 


6.4 




879 


92.9 
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100.0 


•2 5 




33.4 


•3.3 


•n c: 


31 .5 


15.0 




732 


88.7 


649 


100.0 


•3.8 




21.9 


•5 4 


•3 5 


44.8 


n 

O.vl 


MARITAL SlATUS AND AGE 
























Never married 
























1 5—44 years 


11,749 


90.1 


10.582 


100.0 


•0.2 


•0 7 


35 5 


•1 4 


•1 7 


33.0 


9 R 




8.047 


88.7 


7,139 


100.0 


•0 1 


•1.0 


32 5 


•0.5 


•20 


35.5 


•1 4 


1 5-19 years 


3,785 


85.2 


3,225 


100.0 




09 


28.9 


•0.5 


•1 0 


40.9 


•1 1 


1 5-1 7 years 


1.495 


76.0 


1,136 


100.0 






27.2 


•0 4 




43 1 


•2 1 




3,702 


93 0 


3.443 


100.0 


•0.4 


•0.1 


41.7 


•3.4 


•1.1 


27 7 


•47 


Currently married 
























1 5-44 years 


28.231 


96 7 


27,309 


100.0 


•0.8 


•0 4 


43.5 


1 7 


25 


29 5 


39 




4.741 


94.7 


4,491 


100.0 






50 1 


•0.9 


•1 0 


27.9 


•2 1 


25-34 years 


12.924 


98 6 


12.740 


100.0 


•0.3 


•0.2 


51.2 


•2 2 


•1 3 


24 6 


4 1 


35-44 years 


10.566 


95 4 


10.078 


100 0 


•1.9 


•0 8 


30.9 


•1 3 


49 


36 4 


44 



Periodic 
absti- 
nence 



With- 
drawal 



Douche 



5.1 

•4.3 
4.5 
3.4 
3.6 
63 
9.8 



5.4 

•5.0 
4.5 
3 6 
3.8 
65 

1 1 1 



2.6 

•1 5 
•2.2 
•2 7 
•2.0 
•53 
•1.6 



53 

5 7 
•4 3 
•70 
•4 5 



5 3 

•2 9 

35 
8.5 



11.3 

18.8 
14.9 
13 2 
84 
8.2 
6 1 



12.4 

21.7 
16.5 
14.8 
9.2 
9.3 
62 



45 

72 
72 
•3 6 
•4.3 
•1 7 
•2 1 



17 3 

19 2 
199 
17 2 
13 2 



93 

11 6 
106 
68 



1 0 

•0 9 
•0.5 
•0.7 
•0.4 
•1.0 
•3 0 



0.8 

•0.6 
•0 4 
•0.6 
•0.3 
•0 7 
•2.6 



2 1 

•2.0 
•0 8 
•1 7 
•1 4 
•3.6 
•5 2 



•0.9 

•0 7 
•0 9 
•1 5 
•1 4 



•1 1 

•0 6 
•0 7 
•1 8 



Other 
methods 



1.8 

1.9 
•1.9 

1.6 
•0.8 
•1.4 
•3.8 



1 7 

•2.2 
•2.0 
•1.7 
•0.9 
•1 0 
•3.4 



2.3 

•0.8 
•1.6 
•1.7 
•1.0 
•3 2 
•7.6 



•1.5 

1 4 
•1 7 
•1.6 
•1 7 



1 9 

•2 9 
•1.3 
•2 3 



ERLC 



Mncludes white, black, and other races. 
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34 



TtWt 3. Number of women 1 5-44 yeers of age who have ever had sexual intercourse, percent and number who have ever used a contraceptive method, and percent distribution by first 
method ever used, according to race, marital status, and age: United States, 1982— Con. 

{Statistics are based on a sample of the household population of the conterminous Untted States See appendtxes for dtscussion of the sample design, estimates of sampling variability, and definitions of terms) 

First contraceptive method 
Female Male Periodic 
Race, marital status, ar^d age Total Ever contracept.^rs rnelhods Tation Tol'ion Psil lUD phi'agm Mm Foam nence M Douche r^Jthods 



MARITAL STATUS AND 
AGE— Con. 

Widowed, divorced. Number in Number in 

or separated thousands Percent thousands Percent distribution 

15-44 years 6,704 95.1 6,375 100.0 m1 oio 433 ^ ^2!l 271 eii s3 

15-24 years 759 92.5 702 100.0 - - 51.9 M.l '0.5 •25 6 '5 0 '2 2 'U') 

25-34 years 3,072 96.8 2,974 100.0 '1.0 - 52.2 '3.6 M.l 24 4 '5 0 •2 4 9 3 

35-44 years 2,873 93.9 2,699 100.0 '3.1 '0.1 31.3 '2.1 '3.5 31 4 '9 4 •5 8 •9 3 



Table 4. Number of women 15-44 years of age ' vJto have ever used a contraceptive method and percent distribution by first method e-er used, according to selected characteristics: 
United State?. 1982 

|Sta;istics are based on a sample of the household population of the coniefminou s United States See appendixes for discussion of the sample design, estimates of sampling vanabUity. and definitions of terms) 

First contraceptive method 



Characteristic 



Total 



All 
methods 



Female 
sterili- 
zation 



Male 
sterili- 
zation 



Dia- 

Pill lUD phragm Condom Foar^ 



Periodic 
abstr 
nence 



With- 
drawal 



Douche 



Number in 
thousands 



AM women' 

Hispanic origin 

Hispanic 

Non-Hispanic 

Region 

Northeast 

North Central 

South 

West 

Education 

Less than 12 years 

1 2 years 

1 3 years or more 

Rehgion 

Protestant 

Catholic 

Poverty level income 

149 percent or less 

150 percent or more 

300 percent or more 

Living arrangements at age 1 4 years 

Living with both parent^: 

Living with 1 or neither parent 

Age at first intercourse 

1 7 years or under 

1 8 years or over 

'includes Protestant, Catholic, other religions^ and no religion 



33.200 
1 1 .066 



20.518 
23.748 



100.0 
1000 



lOO.U 
100.0 



Percent distribution 



0.8 
•0.9 



•0 7 
•0 9 



•0 5 
•0.3 



•0 1 
•0 7 



41.0 
43 4 



39 3 
43 6 



1 7 
•2 0 



1 5 
20 



24 
•20 



1 4 

3.0 



30.3 
29.2 



33 1 
27 4 



3 o 
4.4 



32 
4 6 



5.3 
42 



3 7 
62 



11 5 
105 



14 1 
8 8 



08 
•1 6 



1 3 
•0 7 



Other 
methods 



44.266 


1000 


0.8 


•0.4 


41.6 


1 .8 


2 3 


30.0 


4.0 


5 1 


1 1 .3 


1 0 


1 .8 


3.266 


100.0 


•1.8 


♦0.7 


48.? 


7.3 


*1 1 


22 2 


•5 0 


•1.3 


8.2 


*1.6 


♦2.5 


41.000 


100.0 


0.7 


•0.4 


41.0 


1.3 


2.4 


30.7 


3.9 


5.4 


1 1 5 


0 9 


1.7 






•in 


U.o 




2.6 


o b 


34.9 


3.1 


6.3 


1 1.8 


♦0.7 


♦1.5 


1 1,473 


100.0 


•0.8 


•0.3 


40.2 


•0.9 


•2.0 




4 1 


7 1 


1 0 Q 


1 AJ 


i .O 


14.372 


100.0 


•0.8 


•0.3 


45.9 


•1.6 


•l.l 


30.9 


3.7 


3.1 


9.7 


•1.1 


♦1.6 


9.152 


100.0 


•0.6 


•0.8 


44.2 


•2.2 


3.1 


25.4 


5.1 


4.3 


11.1 


•1.1 


•2.3 


8.488 


100.0 


•1.6 


•0.3 


43.2 


3.6 


•1.4 


30.3 


3.8 


3.1 


8.1 


•2.0 


♦2.6 


17.879 


100.0 


•0.9 


*0.7 


42.7 


•1.3 


1.7 ■ 


29.7 


3.5 


4.9 


11.8 


•0 9 


1.8 


17.899 


100.0 


•0.4 


•0.2 


39.7 


1.4 


3.3 


30.2 


4.5 


6.1 


12 2 


•0.6 


1.4 


26.286 


100.0 


0.9 


•0 4 


43 3 


1.5 


2.1 


29 6 


4.4 


3.9 


10.9 


1.2 


1.8 


13.321 


100.0 


•0.5 


*0.5 


38.5 


2.2 


2.7 


29.4 


3.1 


80 


12.5 


•0.4 


2.1 


10.861 


100.0 


•1.9 


•0.1 


45.0 


3 i 


•1.8 


27.3 


3.5 


3 8 


9.8 


•1.7 


♦2.0 


33.405 


100.0 


•0.5 


•0.5 


40.4 


1 3 


24 


30.9 


4.1 


5 5 


11.8 


•0 7 


♦1.7 


19.601 


100.0 


*0.5 


•Co 


40 1 


•1 1 


2.9 


30 9 


3.3 


5 8 


120 


•0 8 


1.8 



1.8 
•1.7 



1.6 
2.0 
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Ttbit 5 Numbtr of women 15-44 years of age 'ho have ever had sexual intercourse, percent who have ever used a contraceptive method, and percent who have ever used each method, 
by race, marital status, and ogo' United States. 1982 

}STd1iStiCS AfC based on a samotc ol thr luuiSehuid pi.puUtiun of t»,< vynti-rmmoui Un.tCtJ St.Ue* See apwcrujisc* Un <lisniS%ioM ot thr Siimple ilrsign e&timjtrs ol Sdmpimg vauab lity Jnrt definition^ o1 ti'imsl 

Contfjccpttve methods ever used 

Anv 

Race, mantol 
status, and age 

RACE AND AGE 

All races' 

1 5-44 years 

1 5-19 years 
20-24 years 
25-29 years 
30-34 years 
35-39 years , 
40-44 yca^s 





- ^ 


• — • - 




^ — 




- - 




- 




-~ ' 


- - 















Any 












Periodic 










Any 


Fem;tle 


Mfife 


nOnsurg/Ci}f 












abx*r 


With' 




Other 


Total 


method 


Stenftiatron 


StenhzatiOn 


method 


Pill 


lUD 

" " "■" ' *■ 


Diaphragm 


Condom 


foam 


nence 


drawal 


Douche 


methods 


t\lttn\^\§^f try 

t\uni4/vi in 


















*^ ■ 


*^ — — 








ihousnruJs 














Percent 














46 684 


"94 8 


162 " 


10 T 


94 8 




184 


1 7 1 


51 8 


24 9 


18 3 


24 


68 


16 7 


4 467 


85 4 


•0 0 


•0 7 


85 4 


54 0 


•1 1 


•4 8 


51 3 


106 


10 7 


274 


•3 0 


11 0 


9 080 


93 8 


29 


32 


93 8 


734 


7 2 


14 1 


48 9 


15 8 


13 7 


28 8 


4 3 


15 8 


9.929 


97 e 


103 


5 7 


97 6 


85 4 


21 2 


21 9 


54 2 


26 3 


193 


27 1 


48 


20 9 


9 189 


97 4 


21 8 


135 


97 2 


85 6 


27 2 


1 7 7 


52 1 


31 7 


21 3 


21 6 


69 


1 7 1 


7 725 


96 8 


30 1 


182 


96 7 


79 6 


25 6 


14 / 


48 9 


33 7 


20 2 


20 8 


69 


14 2 


6.293 


92 4 


3» 2 


18 5 


92 4 


64 6 


20 9 


25 6 


55 7 


24 8 


21 8 


20 7 


159 


17 6 



White 



1 5-44 years 


39.031 


954 


159 


11 5 


95 3 


15-19 years 


3.512 


87 0 




•0 9 


87 0 


20-24 years 


7.480 


94 1 


•2 6 


39 


94 1 


25-29 years 


8.313 


98 2 


8 7 


65 


98 2 


30-34 years 


7 77 1 


97 5 


20 8 


15 2 


97 3 


35-39 years 


6 535 


97 3 


29 6 


20 4 


97 2 


40-44 years . 


5.419 


92 7 


32 0 


20 6 


92 7 


Black 












1 5-44 years 


6.263 


91 6 


18 1 


1 2 


91 6 


1 5-19 years 


835 


79 7 


•0 2 




79 7 


20-24 years . 


1 372 


92 7 


52 


•0 0 


92 7 


25-29 years 


1 316 


95 3 


18 9 


•1 3 


95 3 


30-34 years 


1 130 


95 9 


27 8 


•1 9 


95 6 


35-39 years 


879 


92 9 


31 9 


•1 9 


92 9 


40-44 years 


732 


88 7 


29 6 


•1 8 


88 7 



76 7 


18C 


18 7 


53 7 


25 7 


199 


26 2 


60 


16.6 


53 2 


•0 6 


•5 7 


53 6 


10 5 


1 1 4 


31 1 


•20 


11 6 


72 1 


6 3 


15 6 


51 4 


159 


14 8 


31 2 


36 


16.5 


85 5 


21 0 


23 5 


56 6 


27 2 


20 9 


29 4 


3 7 


21 6 


86 5 


26 0 


18 7 


53 7 


33 0 


23 4 


23 0 


62 


17 2 


80 9 


24 8 


15 5 


50 5 


34 9 


21 5 


22 1 


60 


13 3 


66 1 


20 8 


27 6 


56 5 


25 5 


23 8 


20 9 


15 1 


153 


76 3 


21 6 


10.0 


39 7 


22 1 


9 1 


13 7 


123 


180 


58 9 


•3 2 


•1 3 


39 7 


10 5 


•6 9 


1 1 8 


•6 5 


•5.0 


81 0 


1 1 2 


64 


34 7 


164 


69 


14 7 


8 7 


136 


87 4 


26 4 


13 3 


40 4 


23 3 


12 3 


139 


120 


1 7 4 


82 8 


33 7 


11 5 


40 9 


29 3 


9 7 


13 5 


133 


20 7 


76 9 


28 9 


13 6 


40 2 


31 1 


11 9 


100 


140 


20.2 


56 2 


25 8 


14 0 


45 7 


21 6 


•6 1 


18 4 


220 


35.3 



MARITAL STATUS 
AND AGE 
Never married 



1 5-44 years 


11 749 


90 ^ 


2 1 


25 


1 5-24 years 


8 04 7 


88 7 


•0 6 


•1 9 


1 5-1 9 years 


3,785 


85 2 


•0 0 


•0 8 


15-17 years 


1 495 


76 0 


•0 1 




25-44 years 


3 702 


93 0 


63 


•38 


Currently married 










1 5-44 years 


28 231 


96 7 


20 3 


133 


1 5-24 years 


4 V41 


94 7 


•39 


•3 2 


25-34 years 


12.924 


98 6 


17 6 


1 1 » 


35-44 years . 


10.566 


954 


30 9 


20 6 
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90 1 


62 8 


83 


150 


48 5 


14 1 


14 2 


28 2 


4 4 


16 " 


88 7 


57 2 


39 


9 7 


49 4 


102 


124 


29 9 


0 


14 2 


85 2 


52 0 


•0 8 


•4 9 


51 


100 


11 5 


28 6 


•33 


108 


76 0 


43 2 


•0 8 


•2 1 


46 b 


•8 9 


•103 


21 2 


•3 2 


•90 


93 0 


74 8 


179 


26 5 


46 5 


22 4 


18 1 


24 7 


7 6 


20 7 


96 7 


80 1 


20 5 


1 7 7 


54 3 


28 5 


198 


23 3 


7 4 


163 


94 7 


799 


•7 7 


t2 2 


51 3 


182 


13 5 


26 2 


•54 


150 


98 6 


86 9 


24 1 


180 


56 6 


31 3 


20 7 


24 6 


58 


18.2 


95 3 


720 


22.0 


20 0 


52 8 


J9 7 


21 6 


20 4 


104 


14 6 




Widowed, divorced, 
or separated 



15-44 years 6.704 95 1 24 0 9 8 

1 5-24 years 759 92.5 '4 4 '2 9 

25-34 years.. 3.072 96 8 19 2 'lO.O 

35-44 years 2.873 93 9 34 2 '114 

includes white, bfack, and other races 



41 

ro 

(0 



94 9 


84.0 


27 4 


18 2 


47 0 


28 3 


19.0 


23 1 


82 


18 9 


92.5 


90 0 


•6 0 


•17 7 


42 5 


•29 5 


•1 1.3 


*25 6 


•4 1 


•10.4 


96 3 


89.1 


29 9 


16 5 


453 


26 6 


20 8 


23.8 


5.8 


22.3 


93.9 


77 1 


30.5 


20 2 


50 0 


29.9 


19 1 


21 7 


•1 1 8 


17.5 



42 



<^ Table 6. Number of women 15-44 years of age who have ever had sexual intercourse and percent who have ever used each contraceptive method, by selected characteristics United 
^ States. 1982 

iSiaiislics are based on a sample of the household pODuialion of the conterminous United States See appendixes for discussion of the sample dpsign. estimates of sampling variability and definitions of terms) 

Contraceptive methods ever used 



Characteristic 



Any 



Female 



Any 

Male nonsurgical 



Periodic 
absti' With- 



Other 



Total method steriliration sterilization method Pill lUD Diaphragm Condom Foam nence drawal Douche methods 



Number in 
thousands 



Percent 





46,684 


94.8 


162 


101 


S4 8 


76.3 


18 4 


17 1 


51 8 


24 9 


18 3 


24 5 


6.8 


16.7 


nis>p<siiii« uiiyiii 
































3,71 3 


88 0 


14 2 


•4 2 


87 5 


71 .2 


29.1 




jy 0 


0 1 Q 
Z 1 9 


inn 
1 u u 


1 fi 9 


6 6 


1 3.8 




42.970 


95.4 


164 


106 


95 4 


76.8 


17 5 


17 8 


52.8 


25 1 


190 




68 


169 


Region 
































9.873 


93.9 


1 5.0 


6.8 


93 7 


64 2 


1 9.2 


OVI Q 


CO Q 


£. 1 




24 5 


4 9 


1 6.0 


North Central 


1 2.009 


95 5 


1 7.9 


1 1 .1 


95.5 


78.9 


1 VI 0 
1 4.Z 


1 •/ VI 

1 /.*t 


CO Q 


z /.u 


99 n 


27 6 


6 6 


1 7.1 




15.220 


94.4 


18.0 


7.8 


94 3 


79.7 


17.3 


n 8 


51 3 


23 7 


12 8 


22.4 


7 7 


14 2 




9.581 


95.5 


12.7 


15.9 


95.5 


80 2 


24 5 


17 2 


50.2 


27 5 


20.0 


23.9 


7.4 


20 8 


PfiiiPfltinn 
































o ceo 


O /.O 






0/0 


67.7 


137 


6 8 


43.7 


19 8 


8 2 


1 7 8 


6 9 


12.8 




18.557 


96.3 


1 8.2 


1 2.2 


96.3 


/o 0 


1 0 1 


1 z.z 


cn 9 


23 2 


1 6.8 


25 0 


75 


16.1 




18.459 


97 0 


13.6 


109 


96.9 


78.9 


21.5 


27 5 


57 6 


29.2 


25 0 


27.5 


60 


19.3 


nciiy luii 
































27.458 


95.7 


1 8.6 


116 


So. 7 


or* Q 
OU.O 


1 0.0 


1 o u 




26 5 


1 5 9 


24.7 


8.5 


17.2 




14.395 


92.5 


13.0 


7.7 


92 4 


68.1 


159 


15 5 


49.1 


20 9 


23 4 


24 7 


39 


15.5 


Poverty level income 
































11.931 


91 0 


16.2 


54 


90 8 


71.3 


18.1 


104 


45.2 


20 1 


129 


198 


82 


176 


150 percent or more 


34.753 


96.1 


16.3 


11.7 


96 1 


78.1 


18.5 


19.4 


54 1 


26 5 


20 1 


26 1 


63 


163 


300 percent or more . . . 


20.386 


96.2 


15 1 


12.9 


96.1 


79 0 


18.7 


21 7 


55 1 


25 9 


20 3 


26.0 


63 


15.6 


Living arrangements 






























at age 14 years 






























Living with both parents . . . 


34.921 


95.1 


16 1 


10.6 


95 0 


76 2 


18 5 


17 7 


52 8 


24 4 


190 


25 2 


6 1 


160 


Living with 1 or neither 
























22 3 


8 8 


18 7 




11.763 


94 1 


16.5 


8.6 


93 9 


76 6 


18.0 


154 


48 9 


26 2 


16 1 


Age at first intercourse 






























1 7 years and under 


21.695 


94.6 


'5.6 


6 5 


94 5 


78.5 


18 1 


148 


52 3 


23 3 


154 


28 3 


79 


162 


1 8 years and over 


24.989 


95 0 


16.8 


13 2 


95 0 


74 4 


186 


192 


51 3 


26 2 


20 8 


21 2 


e 9 


17 1 



■ 3 



^Includes Protestant. Catholic, other religions, and no religion 
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l^J:..^'"^' ^8-^ V««* "B*- P*^""* vvho hiv* .vtr u»«d tht orti contrtctptivt pill, p«rcent currantly using It number cJ 

formw u*«r*. and parent who were told to ttop using the pill by • doctor, by selected charecteristics: United Stetes, 1982 



Characteristic 



All women^ 



1 5-1 9 years . 
20-24 years . 
25-29 years. 
30—34 years . 
35-39 years. 
40-44 years . 



White 
Black. 



Hispanic 

Non-Hispanic . 



Age 



Race 



Hispanic origin 



Marital status 



Never married 

Currently married 

Widowed, divorced, or separated . 



Less than 12 years. 

1 2 years 

1 3 years or more . . 



Protestant. 
Catholic. . . 



Education 



Religion 



Poverty level income 



149 percent or less . . , 

1 50 percent or more . . 
300 percent or more , 



Northeast . . . 
^orth Central 

South 

West 



Region 



Pill 



Former pill contraceptor 





Ever 


Current 




Told to stop 


Total 


used 


user 


Total 


by doctor 


Number m 






Number in 




thousands 




Percent 


thousands 


Percent 


54.099 


265.9 


15.6 


27.193 


35.6 


9,521 


ZO.o 


1 0.4 


949 


*16.1 


10.629 


62.7 


30.9 


3.384 


27.1 


10,263 


82.6 


22.8 


6.1 36 


0*f .Z 


9,381 


83.8 


11.0 


6,834 


34.8 


7.893 


77.9 


3.5 


5,872 


39.5 


6,412 


63.4 


•0.7 


4,019 


45.3 


45,367 


66.0 


15.1 


23,077 


34.7 


6,985 


68.4 


. 19.8 

i 


3,392 


41.8 


4,393 


60.2 


15.2 


1,977 


32.8 


49,706 


66.4 


15.6 


25,216 


35.9 


19,164 


38.5 


18.7 


3.796 


23.8 


28,231 


80.1 


13.4 


18,336 


37.0 


6,704 


84.0 


16.0 


4,562 


39.9 


13,465 


48.6 


1 1.4 


5,01 4 


OO.O 


20,257 


71.7 


18 '} 


10.761 


37.6 


20,377 


71.5 


15.4 


11,418 


34.0 


31,298 


70.9 


16.3 


1 7,1 1 2 


OD.O 


17,377 


56.4 


14.5 


7,272 


O4.0 


13,843 


61.4 


17.7 


6,056 


34.3 


40,256 


67.4 


14,9 


21.137 


36.0 


23.411 


68.8 


15.1 


12,572 


36.4 


11,851 


53.5 


100 


5,152 


35.9 


13,981 


67.7 


16.8 


7.126 


34.9 


1 7.308 


70.1 


19.0 


8,e44 


38.2 


10,958 


70.1 


14.7 


6,072 


32.6 



This pofceni differs from tfiat in tables 5 and 6 because women who have never had intercourse are excluded from tables 5 and 6. but included in th.s table. 
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Tabl« 8. NumtMr of woman 16-44 yaars of aQt* and parcant distribution by currant contracaptive status and method, according to marital 
status* raca, and Hispanic origin: United States. 1982 

[Siaiisiics are based on a sample of the household population of the conterminous Un.ted States See appendixes for discussion of the sample design estimates 
samplmg variability, and definitions of terms] 

Mental status and race 



Widowed, divorced, 

Alt marital statuses^ Currently married or separated Hispanic origin 



Contraceptive 
status and method 


All 
races^ 


White 


Black 


All 
races^ 


White 


Black 


All 
races^ 


White 


Black 


Hispanic 


Non' 
Hispanic 












Number m thousands 












54.099 


45.367 


6.985 


28.231 


25.195 


2.130 


6.704 


5.224 


1.310 


4.393 


49.706 












Percent distribution 












100.0 


100.0 


100.0 


100 0 


100.0 


100.0 


100.0 


100.0 


100.0 


100.0 


100.0 




27.2 


97 7 


23.7 


40 9 


*♦ 1 .V 


38.0 


38.0 


36.8 


41.5 


20 4 


27.8 






26.1 


22.2 


38.9 




36.2 


36.1 


35 0 


39.2 


184 


26.3 


Contr3C6ptiv6ly stGril6 • • 


1 7.8 


18.3 


14.9 


27.8 


28.2 


23.1 


21 .6 


20.2 


27 9 


12.3 


183 






1 1 R 


1 4.2 


1 7.4 


17.0 


20 9 


19.8 


178 


27 9 


10 2 


12.1 




5 g 


6.7 


*0.7 


10 5 


1 1.2 


2.2 


•l .9 


•2.4 




•2.0 


6.3 


I^UliUUlilloUcpilVciy dlcliiC ■ ■ • 


7.8 


7.8 


7.3 


1 1.0 


10.7 


13.1 


14.5 


14b 


11 3 


6.1 


8.0 




7 


7 1 


7.3 


10.1 


9.8 


13.1 


14.5 


14.8 


11.3 


5.8 


75 




0.5 


0.5 


0.0 


1.0 


1.0 


•0.1 








•0 2 


0.5 






1 .6 


1 .5 


2.0 


2.1 


•1.8 


I.J 


1 8 


?4 


•2.1 


1.5 






4.8 




7.2 


7.2 


6.1 


2.6 


2.6 


2 1 


7.3 


48 




4.2 


4.0 


5 4 


6.7 


6.5 


8.6 


2 1 


1.2 


5.2 


6.4 


4.0 




26.9 


26.2 


29.6 


5.0 


4.5 


9.6 


25.6 


25 3 


25.4 


29.2 


26.7 




13.6 


1 3.9 


10.3 














1 A 7 


1 R 

1 O.U 


No intercourse in last 3 






















5.9 




5.9 


6.0 


5.8 


•0.2 


•0.1 


•0.9 


15 1 


16.0 


10.6 


6.0 


Intercourse in last 3 months . . . 


7.4 


6.4 


13.5 


4.8 


4.4 


8.7 


104 


9.3 


14.8 


8.5 


7.3 




36.7 


37.2 


35.7 


40.1 


40.7 


37 7 


31.8 


34.1 


25.9 


36.7 


36.7 


Pil! 


15.6 


15.1 


19.8 


13.4 


13.4 


15.S 


15.8 


17.1 


11.4 


15.3 


15.6 




4.0 


3.9 


4./ 


4.8 


4.8 


5.9 


6.4 


6.6 


6.3 


9.7 


3.5 




4.5 


5.0 


1.8 


4.5 


4.7 


3 3 


3.7 


4.4 


•1.4 


•24 


4.7 




6.7 


7.2 


3.2 


98 


10.2 


4.3 


*0.8 


•0.8 


•0.9 


•3.5 


6.9 




1.3 


1.4 


1.4 


2.0 


20 


•2.1 


•1.1 


•1.1 


*0.9 


*1.1 


1.3 




2.2 


2.2 


1.6 


3.? 


3.3 


24 


•1.4 


•1.2 


2 1 


•2 0 


2.2 




1.1 


1.2 


*0.7 


1.2 


1.2 


•1.2 


•0.3 


•0.4 


•0.1 


•1.3 


1.1 




•0.1 


0.0 


•0.7 


•0 1 


•0.1 


^1.0 


•0.1 




•0.4 


•0 0 


•0.1 




1.3 


1.2 


1.7 


1.0 


09 


•2.1 


2.3 


•2.3 


2.3 


•1 4 


1.3 



Includes never married and ever married women. 
-Includes white, black, and other races 
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? i?«nd «c"i?^ nh^d*^Uteri'Sr"^ contracaptiv. statu, and method, according 



75-79 years 



75-44 years 



Total 



Contraceptive 
status and method 



75-/7 years 



20-44 years 



AN 



All women 19,164 

Total 100.0 

Sterile 3 2 

Surgically sterile 2.6 

Contraceptively 

sterile^ 18 

Female 1,1 

Noncontraceptively 

sterile^ *0.8 

Female . . *0.8 

Nonsurgical ly sterile *0.7 

Pregnant, post partum 2 0 

Seeking pregnancy 

Other nonuser 5c 7 

Never had intercourse 3^.4 

No intercourse m last 

3 months 1 1 .2 

Intercourse in last 

3 months 10.1 

Nonsurgical contraceptors. . . 33 3 

P'H is!? 

lUD 1.9 

Diaphragm 4./ 

Condom 4. j 

Foam ♦0.4 

Penodic abstinence *o.9 

Withdrawal 1.2 

Douche *0.1 

Other methods 1 .3 



14,948 3,545 



100.0 100.0 



2.0 
1.4 

•1.0 
•0.3 

•0.4 
•0.4 
•0.6 
1.6 
0.7 
63.2 
42.1 

12.3 

8.8 
32.5 
17.3 
1.5 
5.6 
4.3 
•0 3 
•0.8 
•1.4 

•1.4 



8 6 
7.5 

5.2 
5.1 

2.3 
2.3 
•1.0 
6.6 
3.6 
43.1 
20.3 

6.9 

15.9 
38.1 
25.5 

3.5 
•1.1 

3.4 
•1.1 
•1.0 
•0.6 
•0.6 

1.2 



All 




All 






All 






races^ 


White 


Black races^ 


White 


Black 


races ' 


White 


Black 




Number in thousands 












8.839 


7,193 


4,968 


3,971 


818 


10,325 


7,755 


2,168 






Percent distribution 












100.0 


100.0 


100.0 100 0 


100.0 


100 0 


100.0 


100.0 


100.0 


0.5 


0.6 


*0.4 ^0.5 


•0.5 


•0.4 


5.6 


3.4 


13.8 


•0.1 


•0.1 


•0.1 0.0 




•0.2 


4 7 


2.7 


12.2 


•0.1 


•0.1 








3 2 


•1.9 


8.6 












2.1 


•0.5 


8.3 



Includes white, black, and other races. 
^Includes male sterilization, not shown separately. 



0.0 




•0 1 


0.0 




•0.2 


•1.5 


0.0 




•0.1 


0.0 




•0.2 


•1.5 


•0.4 


•0.4 


•0.3 


•0.4 


•0.5 


•0.2 


•0.9 


3.1 


2.2 


7.6 


•2.9 


1.8 


8.5 


2.0 


•0.9 


0.8 


1.6 


•0.7 


0.7 


0.6 


•1.5 


73.5 


75.4 


61.6 


82.7 


84.7 


72.3 


47.9 


56.9 


59.6 


42.1 


69.5 


72.0 


55.9 


22.6 


6.4 


6.8 


•3.5 


4.9 


5.0 


•3.7 


15.2 


10.1 


9.0 


16.0 


8.4 


7.6 


12.6 


10.1 


22.0 


21.1 


28.8 


13.2 


12.3 


18.2 


43.0 


13.8 


12.6 


20.5 


8.5 


7.8 


11.8 


22.9 


*Q0 


0.0 


•1.2 


•0.2 


0.0 


•0.8 


3.4 


•1.4 


•1.6 


•0.6 


•0.5 


•0.5 


•0.3 


7.6 


4.9 


5.2 


•3.7 


•3.3 


•3.5 


•2.6 


3.4 


•0.1 




•0.8 


;o.i 




•0.4 


•0.7 


•0.5 


•0.5 


•0.7 


*0.2 


*0.i 


* r\ 

\) 0 


•1 2 


•0.7 


•0.8 


•0.5 


•0.5 


•0.4 


•0.6 


1.6 


•0.1 




•0.4 


•0.1 




•0.6 


•0.1 


•0.3 


•0.3 


•0 5 


•0.1 




•0.4 


2 1 



•0.8 
•0.8 

•0.7 
•1.0 
•0.6 

5: ; 

23.9 

17.4 

8.5 
43.2 
21.7 
2.8 
9.4 
3.5 
•0.5 
•1.0 
•1.9 

2.4 



3.7 
3.7 

•1.5 
6.0 
4.9 

31.4 
6.5 

9.1 

15.8 
43.9 
28.6 

4.9 
•1.5 

3.3 
•1.4 
•1.2 
•0.7 
•0.7 

1.7 



ERIC 
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TM9 10. Number of currently mtrritd women 15-44 ye»r« of age end percent distribution by current contreceptive stetus. according to 
selected cherecteri sties; Unitvd Stetes. 1982 

[Statistics are based on a sample of the household populat.on of the conterminous United States See appendixes for discussion of the sample design, estimates of 
sampling variability, and defimtjons of terms) 

Non contra cep tors 





Characteristic 


Totaf 


All 

women 


Contra ceptors 


Total 


Pregnant, 
post partum, 
or seeking 
pregnancy 


Non contra- 
ceptive ly 
sterile^ 


Other 
nonustsr 






Number in 
t'lousands 






Percent distribution 






All women^ . 




28.231 


100.0 


68.0 


32.0 


13.9 


13 1 


5.0 


1 5-29 years 
30-44 years 


Age 


11.183 


100.0 


67.2 


32 1 


24.0 


40 


4.8 




1 7.048 


100.0 


68.5 


31 .5 


i.O 


19. 


5.1 


Race 


2^.195 


1C0.0 


68.8 


31.2 


138 


12.8 


45 






2.130 


100.0 


60.8 


OS Z 


1 A 7 


14.9 


9.6 


Education 


4.844 
12,191 


?00.0 
100.0 


56.7 
68.4 


43.3 

3:. 6 


1 Q Q 

12.3 


16.4 
;3.9 


•7.9 
5.4 




11.^96 


100.0 


72.3 


27.7 


13.6 


10.8- 


•3 3 


Intent to have (more) children 


8.313 
18.31 1 


100.0 
100.0 


62.5 
70 2 


37.5 
29.8 


31.8 
5 6 


20.2 


5.7 
4.0 




Religion (white women only) 


15.190 


100.0 


68 0 


32.0 


13 2 


15.0 


3.8 






8.008 


100.0 


69.2 


30 8 


15.1 


105 


5.2 




Years since first marriage 


6.087 


100.0 


64.1 


35 9 


27.7 


•2.8 


•5.3 






6.437 


100.0 


68.0 


32.0 


21.6 


63 


•4.0 


10-14 years 
15 years or r 




6.520 


100.0 


72.0 


28.0 


98 


12.6 


•5.6 




9.178 


100.0 


67.7 


32.3 


•2.4 


24.8 


5.1 


includes nonsurgically sterile ai well as surgically stenle for noncontraceptive reasons These two categories 


arc shown i 


»epar8tely m tables 8 and 9 





^Includes white, black, and other races; Protestant. Catholic, other religions, and no religion. 
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InS^d LiT^w"' ' '"^ ""»'«"P»'ves and percent distribution by method of contraception, according to .eiected characteristics: 

lSt.t.st.cs „e based on a sample ,t .he household population ot .he conte.minous United States See appendixes to, d.scuss.on ot .he sample des.gn. es.,ma.es ot samphng vanab.l.ty. and defini.ions of <e,ms| 

Contraceptive method 



Characteristic 



All women^ 



Age 



1 5-29 years 
30—44 years 



Race 



White . 
Black . 



Education 



Less than 12 years 

1 2 years , 

1 3 years or more . . 



Intent to have (more) children 

Intends more children 

Intends no more children 



Religion (v/hite women only) 



Protestant 
Catholic . . 



Years since first marriage 

0-4 years 

5-9 years 

10—14 years 

1 5 years or more 



Total 



Number in 
thousands 

19.187 



7.517 
11.670 



: 7.346 
1.294 



2.748 
8.344 
8.095 



5.195 
12.846 



10.330 
5.539 



3.904 
4.374 
4,694 
6.214 



All 
women 



100.0 



100.0 
100 0 



1C0.0 
100.0 



100.0 
100.0 
100.0 



100.0 
100.0 



100 0 
1000 



100.0 
100.0 
100.0 
100.0 



Fenrale 
sterili- 
zation 



Male 
sterili- 
zation 



Pill 



Dia- 

lUD phragm Condom Foam 



Periodic 
absti- 
nence 



With- 
drawal 



Douche 



Other 
methods 



Percent distribution 



'includes white, black, and other races; Proiestoni. Catholic, other religtons. and no rehgion 



25 6 


134 


19.8 


7.1 


6.7 


14.4 


2.9 


4 7 


•1.7 


•0 2 


•1.5 


1 1.0 
35.0 


6.4 
21.2 


40.5 
6.4 


72 

7.0 


9.0 
5 2 


14.2 
14.6 


•2.7 
•3.0 


•4.8 
4.7 


z / 
•1 1 


U 1 
•0.3 


1 4 
•1.5 


24 7 
34.4 


16.2 
•3.6 


19.5 
25 5 


7.0 
9.6 


68 
5.4 


1 4.8 
7.1 


3.0 
•3.4 


4.8 
•3.9 


*i « 

1 .0 

•2 0 


U 1 
•1 7 


1 .3 

•3.5 


34.1 
26 0 
22.3 


•9.7 
17.8 
14.8 


21.6 
23.7 
15.1 


•9.9 

5.7 
75 


•1.9 
•3.2 
11.8 


•126 
1 1.6 
180 


•3.6 
•3 1 
•2.4 


•2 6 
•4 8 

5 4 


•1 6 
*2 1 
•1 4 


•0 6 
*n 1 

U 1 

•0 2 


•:.7 

•1 Q 

I .0 

•1.1 


38.2 


23 0 


44.6 
9.2 


•6.8 

6,0 


15 4 
•3 1 


184 
12 3 


•3 4 
•2 2 


•6? 

3.5 


*3 3 
*1 0 


•0.1 
•0.3 


•1 9 
•1.2 


26 7 
22 1 


18.8 
13 1 


21.7 
17.2 


58 
73 


50 
•7 1 


194 


•3 2 
•3 0 


•3 2 
8 2 


•1 6 
•2 0 


•0 2 


•1 9 

•0 7 


•3 5 
143 
30.5 
43 7 


•2 8 

105 
196 
23 5 


48 0 
26 7 
11 8 
•3 1 


•4 7 
•8 9 
98 
•5 2 


13 5 
96 
•3.8 
•2 5 


15 9 
170 
13.9 
12 0 


•2 0 
•3 1 
*2 9 
•2 8 


•53 
•4 8 
•5 6 
•2 / 


'1 6 
'3 3 
•CO 
•1 4 


•0.:: 
00 
CC 

•0^. 


*J 5 
•• 9 
'1 : 
'1 6 
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Table 12. Number of currently married women 15-44 years of age and percent distribution by current contraceptive status, according to 
t«Uct«d characteristics: United States. 1982 

(Siansucs are based on a sample of the household oopulaiior. of the conterminous United States Sec appendues for discussiOn the sample design ct matps 
sampling vanability. ond definitions of terms) 

Contraceptive status 



NoncontraceptOfS 



Contraceptors Pregnant, 

post partum, Noncontra- 



All Nun- or seeking ceptively Other 

Characteristic Total women Surgical surgical Total pregnancy sterile^ nonuser 



Number m 

thousands Percent distribution 



Allwomen2. ... 28.231 lOOO 27.8 40 1 32 0 13 9 13 1 5 0 



Age 

15-19 years 612 lOO.O 

20-24 years 4,130 lOO.O 

25-29 years 6.332 100.0 

30-34 years 6.482 lOO.O 

35-39 years 5.783 lOO.O 

40-44 years . . 4.783 lOO.O 





53 1 


46 9 


•40 4 


•0 5 


•5.9 


•7.5 


59 1 


33 3 


26 5 


•1 9 


•5 0 


15 4 


53.5 


31 1 


20 9 


•5 6 


•4.6 


32.3 


38 0 


29 7 


12 9 


12 6 


•4.2 


39.5 


27 4 


33.0 


•59 


21 6 


•5 5 


45 5 


22 3 


32 2 


•1 6 


24 7 


•60 



Race 

White 25.195 lOOO 28.2 40.7 31 2 13.8 12 8 4.5 

Black 2.130 lOO.O 23.1 37*' 39.2 14 7 14 9 9 6 



Hispanic rigm 



Hispanic 




. . . 2.296 


100 0 


20 8 


43.3 


35.9 


195 


•76 






. . ?5.935 


lOO.O 


28 5 


39 8 


31 7 


13 5 


136 




Region 




















. . 5.549 


lOOO 


24 4 


45 2 


30 4 


152 


94 


North Central . 




7.632 


00 0 


29 8 


38.1 


32 1 


13 7 


14 8 






9.453 


.00 0 


28 5 


39 5 


32 0 


12 4 


138 


West 




5.598 


1000 


27.6 


38 7 


33 7 


15 7 


13 2 



•8 8 

4 7 



Poverty level income 



149 percent or less . . 

Below poverty. 
1 50 percent or more . . 

200 percent or more . 
300 percent or more 



4.580 


lOO.O 


25.1 


38.5 


36 4 


20.2 


11 0 


•52 


2.278 


100 0 


23 1 


39-1 


37 5 


20 7 


•105 


•6 4 


23.65? 


lOOO 


28 4 


40 4 


31 2 


12 7 


13 5 


50 


20.24 7 


lOOO 


28 1 


40 6 


31 4 


13 1 


13 3 


50 


14 739 


lOO.O 


28 1 


39 8 


32 2 


12 9 


14 0 


5 2 



Parity 



0-1 birth. . . . , 
2-4 births. . 
5 births or more 



10.989 
16.201 
1.041 



lOOO 
100 0 
lOOO 



8 1 
40 9 

33 5 



49 1 

34 4 

35 2 



42 9 
24 7 
31 3 



27 2 
5 7 
•1 5 



100 
14 5 
•23 7 



5 6 
4,5 
•6 0 



Labor force status 

In labor force 15.688 lOOO 29 8 40 0 30 2 130 12 9 4 4 

Not in labor force . . 12.543 lOOO 25.4 40 2 34 3 152 134 58 



Education 



Less than 1 2 years 
1 2 years . . . . 
1 3 years or more . . 



4.844 
12.191 
1 1.196 



lOOO 
100 0 
lOOO 



24 8 
30 0 
26 8 



31 9 
38 4 
45 5 



43 3 
31 6 
27 7 



189 

12 3 

13 6 



16 4 
13 9 
108 



•7 9 
5 4 
•3 3 



Religiot) 



Protestant . 
Catholic 



17.408 100 0 30.0 37 1 32 9 133 -152 44 

8.4K? lOOO 24 8 440 31 2 152 106 54 



Mncludes nonsurgically stenle as well as surgically stenlo for noncontrflceptive reasons These two categories are shown separately m tables 8 and 9 
^Includes white, black, and other race? Protestant Catholic other rehg-ons, and no religion 
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iccordta^^^^^^^^^^^ ^""••"^ ' contracept.vs otH. than ,f ...ation and percent distribution by .ethod of contraception 

(Stat.tt.cs are based on a sample of the household populai.on of the conterminous umted States See appcnducs for d.scuss.on of 



Charactensiic 



All women' 



15-19 years 
20-24 years 
25-29 years 
30-34 years 
35-39 years 
40-44 years 



White 
Black. 



H.spanic . 
Non-Hispan.c 



No'^iheasi 
North Central 
South 
Wost 



Age 



Race 



Hispan.c or'gin 



Region 



149 percent or les 
Below poverty 

1 50 percent or more 
200 percent or more 

300 percent or more 



0-1 births 
2-4 births 
5 b.rths or more 



Poverty level income 



Piirity 



Labor force status 



In labor force 
Not in labor force 



Total 



Number m 
thousands 

11 325 



325 
2.442 
3.444 
2.462 
1.585 
1.066 



10.251 
802 



995 
10.330 



2 508 
2.910 
3.738 
2.1 6i.^ 



1.761 
898 
9.564 
8.213 
0.864 



5.392 
5.567 
366 



6.273 
5.048 



All 
methods 



100.0 



100.0 
100.0 
100 0 
100.0 
100 0 
lOOO 



100.0 
lOOO 



1000 
100.0 



lOO.O 
lOOO 
100 0 
1000 



lOO.O 
1000 
1000 
lOOO 
lOOO 



.000 
lOOO 
1000 



1000 
1000 



* Includes white black, and other races Prctestjnt Cathol,, oiher religions, and no ret.g.on 
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the sample design estimates of sampling vanab.iiiy and definitions of terms} 
Contraceptive method 



Pill 



lUD 



33.5 



?l 7 
59.4 
39 5 
22.2 
•9 9 
•4 3 



32 9 
41 1 



42 7 
32.6 



•14 6 

37.2 
44 2 
31.9 



46 8 
45 1 

31 0 

32 0 
30 9 



44 9 
24 4 
•3 8 



35 8 
30 6 



120 



•3.8 
•4 3 
12 2 
15 3 
•17 8 
•150 



1 1 8 
155 



•25 4 
10 7 



•12 9 
•102 
11 3 
•l4.5 



•12 1 
•15 5 

12 0 
120 
12 3 



84 
14 4 
•27 7 



11 7 

12 4 



Periodic Other 
Diaphragm Corjdom Foam abstmerjce Withdrawal DO'iche methods 



11 3 



•3.8 
•0.0 
13 6 

•14 1 
•8 9 

•108 



11 5 
8 6 



•4 8 
11 9 



20 3 
•8 6 
•60 
•13 5 



•5 6 
•6 1 

12 3 
2 3 
14 4 



13 3 
100 
•l 3 



12 6 

9 7 



Percent distribution 



24.4 



•140 

164 
180 

30.2 
33 7 
39 7 



25 0 
1 1 4 



•138 

25 4 



32 8 
23 2 
21 5 
21 4 



•17 2 
•19 3 

25 8 

26 0 

27 2 



19 3 
29 6 
•22 2 



22 1 
27 1 



4 9 



•l 0 
•2 8 
•38 
•5 4 
•9 1 
•7 3 



50 
•5 5 



80 



•l 2 
•5 6 
•6 4 
•8 6 
•120 
•135 



8.2 
•6.3 



•3 0 



•0 5 
•2 6 
•4 1 
•1 5 
•2.5 
•5 1 



•3.0 
•3 2 



•0 4 



•0.2 
•0.1 
•0 1 
•1 0 
•1 3 



•0.2 
•2 7 



•2 5 



•4.0 
•0.7 
•2.3 
•2.8 
•5.0 
•2.9 



•2.3 
•5.6 



•3 9 


•7 6 


•1 2 




•0.5 


50 


80 


•3 1 


•0 4 


•2.7 


•4 9 


•8 7 


•4 2 


'0 1 


•1.6 


•4 8 


•9 7 


•2 9 


•0 4 


•3 0 


•5 1 


•5 3 


•2 6 


•0 7 


•3.2 


•4 9 


•9 5 


•2 3 


•0 1 


•1.9 


•l 9 


•9 6 


•1 5 


•0 7 


•4 6 


•0 3 


•9 1 


•0 1 


•0 0 


•4 5 


5 5 


7 7 


•3 2 


•0 3 


•2.2 


•5 0 


7 4 


•3 0 


•0 3 


•2 1 


•3 1 


•6 6 


•3 4 


•0 3 


•1.8 


•3 3 


•6 2 


•2 4 


•0 3 


•2 0 


•5 9 


8 6 


•3 7 


•0 4 


•2 9 


•135 


•25 6 


•0 3 


•0 6 


•5 1 


•5 1 


7 7 


•2 7 


•0 3 


•:.9 


•4 8 


8 3 


•3 3 


•0 4 


•3 4 








c: 
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Table f 3. fiumbor of currently married women 1S-44 years of age currently using contraceptives other than sterilization and percent distribution by method of contraception 
used, according to selected characteristics: United States, 1982— Con. 

[Statistics are based un a sample of the household poputation of the contermmous United States See appendixes for discussion of the sample design, estimates of sampling variability, and definitions of terms) 



Contraceptive method 



All Periodic Other 





Characteristic 


Total 


methods 


Pill 


lUD 


Diaphragm 


Condom 


Foam 


abstinence 


Withdrawal 


Douche 


methods 






Number in 
























Education 


thousands 










Peicent distribution 








Less than 12 years. . . 




1.544 


100 0 


38.5 


•17.5 


•3.4 


22 4 


6.5 


•4.7 


•2.9 


•1.0 


•3.1 






4.686 


100 0 


42.2 


10.1 


•5 8 


20.6 


•5.6 


•8.6 


•3.8 


•0.2 


•3.1 






5.( J4 


100.0 


24 0 


12.0 


18.8 


28 6 


•3.8 


8.5 


•2.2 


•0.3 


•1.8 




Religion 






























100.0 


40.2 


11.0 


8.9 


21.4 


•5.6 


•5.8 


•1.9 


•0.6 


•3.6 






3.701 


100.0 


26.3 


11.1 


11.8 


29.2 


•4.5 


127 


•3.1 




•1.3 
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2!!t2clil!IS2faS«^^ '««'"»^«'''" by contraceptive status, according to 



Contraceptive status 



NoncontraveptOfS 



ChMrMcten'stic 



Contfoceptors 



Tot&i 



All 
wom9n 



Surgical 



Non* 
surgical 



Total 



Noncor\tra- 
ceptive/y 
ster/le 



Pregnant, 
post partiim, 
or seeking 
pregnancy 



Number in 
thousands 

All women^ 6,704 lOO.O 2vF 

Age 

15-29 years 2,095 100.0 9 3 

30-44 years 4,609 100.0 27.3 

Race 

W^''^® 5,224 100.0 20.2 

B^^ck ^3^0 100.0 27.9 

Labor force status 

In labof force 4,936 ^qqq 21.5 

Not in labor force 1 767 loo.O 22. i 

Poverty level income 

'49 percent or less 2.762 lOO.O 24.0 

1 50 percent or more 3,941 ^qq q 20.O 

300 percent or more 1,707 100.0 *16.4 

Education 

Less than 12 years 1,732 iqO.O 23.2 

^2 years 2,652 100.0 22 4 

13ye6rsormore 2.319 100.0 19.6 

Religion 

Protestant 4005 ^qqq 24.5 

^^'^^o''^ 1.864 100.0 Me.l 

Parity 

Ob'mhs 1 148 100.0 '9.2 

^^^^^ 1.667 100.0 ^7.4 

2 births 1,997 ^QQQ 24.9 

3 births or more 1,892 loO.O 38.3 

^' ^cludtt white, black, ind other rccet: Protestant. Catholic, other relioiont. and no religion. 



Percent distrrbution 



31.8 



53.9 
21.8 



34.1 
25.9 



33.9 
26.0 



22.7 
38.2 
43.1 



22.1 
30.5 
40.6 



28.5 
34.9 



49.9 
42.9 
30.8 
•12.1 



46.5 



36.8 
51.0 



45.7 
46.3 



44.6 
51 9 



53.3 
41.8 
40.5 



54.8 
47.1 
39.8 



47.0 
49.0 



40 9 
49.7 
44.3 
49.6 



16.C 



*5.6 
21 2 



16.6 
13.7 



^5.8 
•17.9 



19.6 
140 
•15.6 



21.6 
16.4 
12.4 



20 1 
•12.2 



•6.3 
•12.4 
18.2 
24.0 



•4 6 



•8.6 
•2.8 



•3.8 

7.2 



•3.3 
•8.3 



•3.7 
•5.3 
•7.1 



•7.2 
•4.5 
•2.9 



•4.2 
•6.0 



•8.6 
•78 
•1.5 
•2.8 



Other 
nonuser 



25.6 



22.6 
26 9 



25.3 
25.4 



25.5 
25.8 



30.0 
22.4 
•17.9 



25.9 
26.2 
24.6 



22.7 
30 7 



•26.0 

29.4 
24 7 
22.8 
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Table 15. Number of widowed, divorced, and separated wom<9n 16-44 years of age who were using contraceptives other than sterilization and 
percent distribution by method used, according to setected characteristics: Uniti»d States. 1982 

IStatistics are based on a sample of the household population of the conterminous Unued States. St j appendixes for discussion of the sample design, esttmates of 
sampling vanability. and definition of terms) 



Characteristic 



Total 



All 
methods 



Contraceptive method 



Pill 



lUD 



Diaphragm 



Other 
methods* 



All women2 . 



Number in 
thousands 

2.132 



100 0 



Percent distribution 



49.5 20 1 



11.7 



18.7 



Age 



15-29 years. 
30-44 years . 



1.129 
1.003 



100.0 
100.0 



66.2 
30.8 



11 0 
30 4 



9.8 
13.8 



130 
25.1 



Race 



White 
Black . 



1.780 
339 



100.0 
100.0 



50.3 
44.0 



19.4 
24.5 



12.9 
5.3 



17.4 
26.3 



Labor force status 



In labor force 

Not m labor forcb . 



1.674 
459 



100.0 
100.0 



48.9 
51.7 



17.7 
29 0 



13.5 
50 



19.9 
14.4 



Poverty level income 



149 percent or less . . . 

150 percent or more . . 
300 percent or more 



627 
1.505 
735 



100.0 
100.0 
100.0 



52.1 
48.5 
50.3 



21.9 
19.4 
17 6 



9.1 
12.8 
11.8 



169 
19.4 
20.2 



12 years or less . 

13 years or more 



Education 



1.192 
941 



100.0 
100.0 



56.7 
40.5 



19.7 
20.6 



7.0 
17.6 



16.6 
21.3 



Protestant . 
Catholic . . 



Religion 



1.141 
651 



100 0 
100.0 



50.7 
54.2 



20.9 
19.1 



9.4 
11.8 



1S.0 
14.9 



0-1 births 

2 births or more . 



Parity 



.288 
844 



100.0 
100.0 



59.5 
34.4 



11.2 
33.7 



'includes condom, foam, p '»od»c abstmence, wtthdrawal. douche, and other methods 
^Includes white, black, and other races. Protestant Catholic, other religions, and no religion. 



129 
9.8 



16.4 
22.1 
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TM% 16. Numb«r of wom«n 15-44 yaart of to* using &tl*ct»d methods of contractption tnd percent whose first source of the method was e 
clinic* by method* rece, merHel stetus, end ege: UnKed Stetes« 1982 

[Statistics are based on a sample of ihe household population of the conterminous United States. See appendixes for discussion of the sample design, estimates of 
sampling variability, and definitions of teims] 



Contraceptive method 





Race, marital status, and age 


Total 


PtU 


lUD 


Diaphragm 


Total 


Pill 


lUD 


Diaphragm 




All marital c.atuses 




Number m thousands 






Percent 










8.431 


2.153 


2.436 


27.2 


26.9 


28.9 


26.4 








6.864 


1.775 


2.256 


24.3 


23.1 


25 5 


26.9 








1.382 


331 


127 


44.8 


45.8 


47.1 


•27.1 




Never married 






















4,855 


1 


OD / 




40 0 


36.2 


59.3 


47.3 


White 




3.654 


2.593 


•21 7 


844 


36.7 


31 .0 


59.5 


48.5 


Black 




1.066 


902 


1 23 


•40 


52.0 


51.1 


59.9 


•48.2 




Currently married 






















6.430 


3.794 


1.357 


1.279 


17.8 


18.1 


•20 9 


•13.6 


White 




5.771 


3.377 


1.213 


1.182 


16.7 


16.5 


•19.6 


•14.2 


Black 




524 


330 


125 


•69 


31.6 


34.3 


37.1 


•8.4 




1.734 


1.056 


*429 


•249 


26.0 


•27.4 


•28.3 


•15.9 




Age 






















.. . 13.020 


8.431 


2.153 


2.436 


27.2 


26.9 


28.9 


26.4 






5.758 


4.737 


•277 


744 


35.7 


34.3 


51.8 


38.8 


1 5-1 9 years 




1.640 


1.472 


•30 


•138 


43.6 


A2.0 


•62.2 


•56.9 






.. .. 5.981 


3.369 


1.269 


1.343 


22.3 


18.3 


31.5 


23.6 






1.281 


•325 


607 


•349 


•11.6 


•9.7 


•133 


•10.4 



'includes vhite. black, and other races. 

-Not shown separately by race because of insufficient sample size 



o 
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Appendix I 
Technical notes 



Background 

This report is one of a ser' s based on the National Survey 
of Family Growth (NSFG), conducted by the National Center 
for Health Statistics (NCHS). The NSFG was designed to 
provide data on fertility, family planning, and aspects of ma- 
ternal and child health that are closely related to childbearing. 

The NSFG is a periodic survey based on personal inter- 
views with a nationwide sample of women. The NSFG has 
been conducted three times, in 1973, 1976, and 1982. The 
present report is based on Cycle III of the NSFG. A detailed 
report on Cycle J^ is contained in National Survey of Family 
Growth, Cycle Id sample design, weighting, and variance esti- 
mation. Series 2, No. 98, of Vital and Health Statistics.^^ A 
detailed description of the methods and procedures used in 
Cycle I call be found in National Survey of Family Growth, 
Cycle I, sample design, estimation procedures, and variance 
estimation. Series 2, No. 76, of Vital and Health Statistics.^^ 
A deta. ied description of the methods and procedures of Cycle 
II can be found in National Survey of Family Growth, Cycle 
11: sample design, estimation procedures, and variance estima- 
tion. Series 2, No. 87, of Vital and Health Statistics}^ This 
appendix presents a summary of the more important technical 
aspects of the 1982 NSFG. 

Fieldwork for Cycle III was performed under a contract 
with NCHS by W^stat, Inc., between August 1982 and Feb- 
ruary 1983. For the first time, the sample represented all 
women 15-44 years of age, regardless of marital status, in- 
cluding never married women, in the noninstitutionalized pop- 
ulation of the conterminous United States. Women living in 
group quarters, such as college dormitories, were included in 
Cycle III, but not in Cycles I and H. Interviews were conducted 
with 7,969 women in Cycle III; 3,201 were black women, 4,577 
were white women and 191 were of other races. 

Interviews were conducted by trained female interviewers 
in respondents' homes and lasted an average of 1 hour. The 
interview focused on a woman's pregnancy history; her use of 
contraceptives in each pregnancy interval; her physical ability 
to Ijar children; her expectations of bearing children in the 
ftiture; her use of family planning and infertility services; her 
marital history; labor force participation; and a wide range of 
social, economic, and demographic characteristics. 



NOTE: A list of references follows the text. 



Statistical design 

The NSFG is based on a multistage area probability 
sample. Black households and households with resident teen- 
7?,e women were sampled at higher rates than other households 
bo that reliable estimates of statistics could be presented sepa- 
rately for black and teenage women. In addition, the sample 
was designed to provide tabulations for '^ach of the four major 
geographic regions of the United States. 

The first stage of the sample design consisted of drawing a 
sample of primary sampling units (PSU's). A PSU consisted of 
a county, a small group of contiguous counties, or a standard 
metropolitan statistical area as defined by the U.S. Bureau of 
the Census in 1970. The second and third stages of sampling 
were used to select several segments (clusters of 1 5 to about 60 
dwelling units) within each PSU. A systematic sampie of dwell- 
ing units was then selected from each segment. Each sample 
dwelling unit was visited by an interviewer who listed all house- 
hold members. The interviewer then consulted a computer- 
generated sampling table to determine which woman, if any, 
should be interviewed. 

The statistics in this report are estimates for the national 
population and were computed by multiplying each sample case 
by the number of women she represented in the population. 
The multipliers, or final weights, ranged from under 500 to 
over 50,000 and averaged about 7,000. They were derived by 
using three basic steps: 

• Inflation by the rpciprocal of the probability cf selection— 
The probability of selection is the product of the probabili- 
ties of selection of the PSU, segment, household, and 
sample person within the household. 

• Nonresponse adjustment — The weighted estimates were 
ratio adjusted for nonresponse by a multiplication of two 
factors. The first factor adjusted for nonresponse to the 
screener by imputing the characteristics of women in re- 
sponding households to women in nonresponding house- 
holds in the same PSU and stratum. The second factor 
adjusted for nonresponse to the interview by imputing the 
characteristics of responding women to nonresponding 
women in the same age-race marital status category and 
PSU. Response to the screener was 95.1 percent, and 
response to the interview was 83.5 percent, yielding a 
combined response rate of approximately 79,4 percent" 

• Poststratification by marital status, age, and race— The 
estimates were ratio adjusted within each of 24 age-race- 
marital status categories to independent estimates of the 
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population of women aged 15-44 years. The independent 
estimates were derived from the U.S. Bureau of the Census 
Current Population Surveys. 

The effect of the ratio-estimating process was to make the 
sample more closely representative of the noninstitutionalized 
population of women 15-44 years of age in the conterminous 
United States. The flnal poststratiflcation reduced the sample 
variance of the estimates for most statistics. 

All Figures were individually rounded; aggregate figures 
(numbers) were rounded to the nearest thousand. Aggregate 
numbers and percents may not sum to the total because of the 
rounding. 

Measurement process 

Field operations for Cycle III ^^ ere pciformed by Westat, 
Inc., under contract with NCHS; ihe^e operations included 
pretesting the interview schedule, selecting .ne sample, inter- 
viewing respondents, and performing specified quality control 
checks. Interviewers, all of whom were female, were trained for 
1 week prior to fieldwork. The first five intervie schedules 
done by each interviewer were reviewed; after a high level of 
quality was achieved by an interviewer, this review was reduced 
to a sample of questionnaires, unless an unacceptable level of 
error was found again. A 10-percent sample of respondents 
was recontacted by telephone to verify that the interview had 
taken place and that certain key items were accurately recorded. 

A portion of the interview schedule applicable to this report 
is reproduced in appendix III. Two forms of the questionnaire 
were used, one for women 15-24 years of age, and one for 
women 25-44 years of age. The questionnaire for women 15- 
24 years of age included a few additional items referring to 
errly experiences that women over 25 could not be expected to 
remember accurately. 

Data reduction 

The responses of each woman to the interview questions 
were translated into predetermined numerical codes, and these 
code numbers were recorded on computer tapes. The tirst few 
questionnaires coued by each coder were checked completely; 
after an acceptable level of quality was reached, verification of 
coding was performed on a systematic sample of each coder's 
questionnaires. The data were edited by computer to identify 
inconsistencies among responses, and to identify code numbers 
that were not allowed in the coding scheme; these errors were 
corrected. 

Missing data on all variables used in this report were im- 
puted to provide consistent national estimates. If the level of 
missing data is relatively high (more than 5 percent), this fact is 
noted in the section entitled ^'Definitions of terms." Only two 
items are so affected: Poverty level income and age (or date) of 
first intercourse. 

Reliability of estimates 

Because the statistics presented in this report are based on 
a sample, they may differ somewhat from the figures that would 



have been obtained if a complete census had been taken using 
the same questionnaires, instructions, interviewing perso.<nel, 
and field procedures. This chance difference between sample 
results and a complete count is referred to as sampling error. 

Sampling error is measured by a statistic called the 
standard error of estimate. The chances are about 68 out of 
100 that an estimate from the sample will differ from a com- 
plete count by less than the standard error. The chances are 
about 95 out of 100 that the difference between the sample 
estimate and a complete count will be less than twice the 
standard error The relative standard errc of an estimate is 
obtained by dividing the standard error of the estimate by the 
estimate itself, and is expressed as a percent of the estimate. 
Numbers and percents that have a relative standard error that 
is more than 30 percent are considered unreliable. These figures 
are marked with an asterisk to caution the user, but may be 
combined to make other types of comparisons of greater re- 
liability. 

Estimation of standard errors 

Because of the complex multistage design of the NSFG 
sample, conventional formulas for calculating sampling errors 
are inapplicable. Standard errors were, therefore, estimated 
empirically by using a technique known as balanced half-sample 
replication. This technique produces highly reliable, unbiased 
estimates of sampling errors. Its application to the NSFG has 
been described elsewhere.' ^-^^-^^ 

Because it would be prohibitively expensive to estimate, 
and cumbersome to publish, a standard error for each percent 
or other statistic by this technique, standard errors were com- 
puted for selected statistics and population subgroups that were 
chosen to represent a wide variety of demographic character- 
istics and a wide variation in the size of the estimates them- 
selves. Curves were then fitted to the relative standard error 
estimates (ratio of the staiidard error to the estimate itself) for 
numbers of women according to the model 

RSE(Ar) = [A + j^j 

where is the number of women and A and B are the param- 
etrrs whose estimates determine the shape of the curve. Sepa- 
rate curves were fitted for women of all races combined, for 
black women, and for women of races other than black, because 
different sampling rates were used for black and other women. 
Separate curves were fitted for teenagers, for the same reason. 
The estimates of A and B are shown in table I. 

To calculate the estimated standard error or relative 
standard error of an aggregate or percent, the appropriate esti- 
mates of A and B are used in the equations 




NOTE: A list of references follows the text. 
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Table 1. Estimates of param^^'ers^ and B for relative standard 
error curves by age. marital status, and race of woman 



Parameter 



Age, marital status, ar\d race 



1 5-44 years 

All r&ces and white: 

All marital statuses 

Ever married 

Never marri >d 

Black: All marital statuses; 
ever marner'; never married. 

15-19 years 

All races and white . 
Slack 



-0.0CX)3935957 
-0.0010973290 
-0.U009351043 

-0.0009086323 



-0 001456493 
-0 003322363 



21306.413351 
39809.167683 
17608.883330 

6346.048380 



13862.104404 
4727.056926 



RSE, 



Table III. Approximate standard errors for estimated percents 
expressed in percentage points for women of all races: 1982 National 
Survey of Family Growth 

Esttmatsid percent 



Base of 


2 or 


5 or 


Wor 


20 or 


30 or 


40 '^r 




percent 


98 


95 


90 


fin 


70 


fin 


50 


100,000.., , 


6,5 


10.1 


13,8 


18,5 


21,2 


22,6 


23.1 


500.000 


2.9 


4.5 


6,2 


8.3 


9.5 


10.1 


10.3 


1.000.000 .... 


2.0 


3.2 


4.4 


5.8 


6.7 


7.2 


7.3 


5.000.000 . . . . 


0.9 


1.4 


2.0 


2.6 


3.0 


3.2 


3.3 


10.000.000 ... 


0.6 


1.0 


1.4 


1.8 


2.1 


23 


2.3 


30.000.000 . . . 


0.4 


0.6 


0.8 


1.1 


1.2 


1.3 


1.3 


50,000,000 . . . 


0.3 


0.4 


0.6 


0,8 


0.9 


1.0 


1.0 



wXAMPLE OF USE OF TABLE: If 30 percent of women m a specific category 
were using the pill and the base of that percent was 10.000.000. then the 
30*percent column and the 10.000.000 row indicate that 1 standard error is 
2.1 percentage points and 2 standard errors are twice that, or 4.2 percentage 
points. Therefore, the chances are 95 out of 100 that the true percent in the 
population between 25.8 and 34.2 (30.0 percent plus or minus 4 2 percent). 
This IS callec 35-percent confidence interval. In addition, the relative standard 
error of that 30-percent estimate is 2.1 percent divided by 30 percent, or 
7.0 percent 



/ 100 -fV^^ 

where N* = number of women 
P' = percent 

X = number of women in the de;_ominator of the percent 
SE = standard error 
RSE = relative standard error 

Tables II and III show some illustrative standard errors of 
aggregates and percents of women of all races from Cycle III of 
the NSFG. 

Testing differences 

The standard error of a difference between two comparative 
statistics, such as the proportion surgically sterile among white 
couples compared with black couples, is approximately the 
square root of the sum of the squares of the standard errors of 
the statistics considered separately; or, calculated by the 
formula, if 

d=P\-F, 



Table II Approximate relative standard errors and standard errors 
for estimated numbf^r of women of all races combined: 1982 National 
Survey of Family Growth 



Size of estimate 


Relative 
standard error 


Standard error 


50.000 


65.2 


33.000 


100.000 


46.1 


46 000 


500.000 


20.5 


102.000 


1 ,000,000 


14.5 


1 44,000 


3.000.000 


8.2 


245.000 


5.000.000 


C.2 


310.000 


7.000.000 


5.1 


359.000 


10,000.000 


4.2 


416.000 


30.000.000 


1.8 


53Z000 



then 

where P\ is the estimated percent for one group, P'^ is the 
estimated percent for the other group, and RSE^., and RSEp-j 
arc the relative standard errors of P\ and P^y respec ively. 
This formula will represent the actual standard error quite ac- 
curately for the difference between separate and uncorrelated 
characteristics although it is only a rough approximation in 
most other cases. 

A difference among comparable proportions or other sta- 
tistics from two or more subgroups is statistically significant 
when a difference of that size or larger would be expected by 
chance in the percent of repeated samples of the same 
size and type, if no true difference existed in the populations 
sampled Such a difference would be statistically significant at 
the 0.05 level. By this criterion, if the observed difference or a 
larger one could be expected by chance in more than 5 percent 
of repeated samples, then one cannot be sufficiently confident 
to conclude that a real difference exists between the popula- 
tions. When an observed difference is large enough to be sta- 
tistically significant, the true difference in the population is 
estimated to lie between the observed difference plus or minus 
2 standard errors of that difference in 95 out of 100 samples. 

Although the 5-percent criterioL is conventionally applied, 
it is in a sense arbitrary; depending on the purpose of the par> 
ticular comparison, a different level of significance may be 
more useful. For greater confidence one would test for signifi- 
cance at the 0.01 (1 -percent) le vel, but if one can accept a 10- 
percent chance of concluding a difference exists when there 
actually is none in the population, a test of significance »t the 
10-percent level would be appropriate. 

The term **similar" means that any observed difference 
between two estimates being compared is not statistically sig- 
nificant, but terms such as "greater," "less," "larger," and 
"smaller** indicate that the observed differences are statistically 
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significant aUheO.05 level, by using a two-tailed r-test with 39 
degrees of freedom. Statements about differences that are quali- 
fied in some way (for example, by the phrases "the data sug- 
gest" or "some evidence") indicate that the difference is sig- 
nificant at the O.IO level but not the 0.05 level. 

When a substantial difference observed is found not to be 
statistically significant, one should not conclude that no differ- 
ence exists, but simply that such a difference cannot be estab- 
lished v'ith 95-percent confidence from this sample. This is 
especially important in Cycle III because the number of ever 
married women in sample is 4,651 ir Cycle III, compared 
with 7,970 in Cycle II— a reduction of 42 percent This means 
that the standard error*^ in Cycle HI are larger than in Cycle II, 
so it is harder to establish significant differences in Cycle HI 
than in Cycle II. Lack of comment in the text about any two 
statistics does not mean that the difference was tested and 
found not to be significant 

The number of replicates in the balanced half-sample 
replication design minus one (39 in Cycle III) can reasonably 
be used as an estimate of the number of degrees of freedom, 
although the exact value of the degrees of freedom is unknown. 
Therefore, in this report, differences between sample statistics 
are compared by using a two-tailed r-test with 39 degrees of 
freedom. 

Example: In 1982, 68.8 percent of 25,195,000 currently 
married white women were using some method of contracep- 
tion, compared with 61.0 percent of the 2,130,000 cuTently 
married black women. To test this racial difference at the 0.05 
level of significance, compute 

^ 68.8-61.0 

V(68.8)2 • RSE2,3 8) + (61 .0)2 ■ RSE^,, 

Relative .standard errors are computed using the appropriate 
values forB from table I: 



739,809.1677 100 -68.8 
RS%8.8) - V 68.8 ■ 25,1 95,000 

= 0.027 

and 



/6,346.0484 100 -61.0 
RSE^eio-y 61.0 ■ 2,130,000 

= 0.044 

thur 

^ 68.8-61.0 

V^(68.8)2 (0.027)2 + (61 .0)2 (0.044)^ 

= 2.39 



IMonsarrjpling error 

Although sampling error affects the reliability of survey 
estimates, nonsampling error may introduce bias. The results 
of any survey are subject to at least four types of potential 
nonsampling error, including interview nonresponse; nonre- 
jponse to individual questions or items within the interview; 
inconsistency of responses to questions, and errors of recording, 
codmg, and keying by sur/ey personnel. 

To minimize nonsampling error, stringent quality control 
procedures were introduced at every stage of the survey includ- 
irig a check on completeness of the household listing; exteiisive 
training and practice of interviewers; field editing of question- 
naires; short verification interviews with a subsample of re- 
spondents, verification of coding and editing, an independent 
recode of a sample of questionnaires by NCKS; keypunch 
verification, and an extensive computer "cleaning" to check 
for inconsistent responses, missing data, and invrilid codes. A 
detailed description of some of these procedures follows; others 
were previously discussed. 

Interview nonresponse. Interview nonresponse occurs when 
no part of an interview is obtained. It can result from failures at 
any of three principal steps, (a) failing to list all households in 
sample segments, (b) failing to screen all listed households, 
and (c) failing to interview an eligible woman in each screened 
household. A discussion of these steps follows. 

The completeness of listing cannot be tested directly be- 
cause it requires an independent, accurate enumeration of the 
households that should have been listed. In the NSFG, listing 
completeness and accuracy were tested by the missed dwelling 
unit (DU) procedure at the time of screening: If the first struc- 
ture in a segment was included in the sample, the whole seg- 
ment was checked to see if any structures had been missed in 
the listing process; if the first structure was a multiple-DU 
structure, and if the firsMisted unit in the building was included 
in the sample, the entire structure was checked for missed DU's. 

Of the original sample of 34,641 DU's screened, 3,614 
were found vacant or not DU's.^' Of the 31,027 occupied 
DU's, 4.9 percent were not screened successfully. Screening 
was completed in 29,5 1 1 households; 9,964 of these contained 
eligible respondents who were selected for interview. Inter- 
views were not completed with 16.5 percent of these cases 
because of (a) refusals by respondents (8.3 percent) and by the 
parents of respondents under 18 years of age (1 .5 percen ), (b) 
lack of contact after repeated calls (2.8 percent), or (c) other 
problems (4.0 percent). 

The nonresponse adjustment for interview nonresponse 
described earlier imputes the characteristics of responding 
women of the same age group, race, marital status, and geo- 
graphic area to nonresponding women. 

Item nonresponse. Item nonresponse may have occurred 
when a respondent refused to answer a question or did not 
know the answer to a question, when the question was errone- 
ously not asked or the answer was not recorded by the inter- 
viewer, or when the answer could not be coded. Nonresponse 



The two-tailed 0.95 critical value (1 - a) for a t statistic with 

39 degrees of freedom is 2.02. Therefore, the difference is sig- 

nificant at the 5-percen* level. NOTE: A hst of references follows the text. 
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to individual questions was very low in Cycle III as it was in 
Cycle II. Some examples of item nonresponse among a total of 
7,969 respondents are as follows: religion of respondent, 1 1 
cases; respondent's occupation, 37 cases. The question with 
the most item nonresponse was family income (from which 
poverty level income was derived), with 1 ,767 cases. Missing 
data were imputed for all data items in this report. For those 



few items where the proportion of cases imputed was high, thu 
fact is noted in the appropriate section of the definitions. 

As with all survey data, responses to the NSFG arc subject 
to possible deliberate misreporting by the respondent. Such 
misreporting cannot be detected directly, but can be detected 
indirectly by the extensive computer "cleaning" and editing 
procedures used in the NSFG. 
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Appendix II 
Definitions of terms 



Ever use of contraception 

Ever use of contraceptive methods— A woman was classi- 
fied as ever using a specific contraceptive method (for example, 
pill, diaphragm, female sterilvation) if she reported using that 
method for a month or more, if she reported ever using it, or if 
she reported it as the first method she ever used A woman was 
classified as having used condom or male sterilization (methods 
used by men) if she ever had sexual intercourse when these 
methods were used. 

Use at first sexual intercourse— A woman was classified 
as having used a method at her first sexual intercourse if she 
reported that she used a contraceptive method the first time she 
had intercourse. This answer was one of six answers the woman 
could choose from a card in response to the question, "When 
did you (or your partner) use (first method) for the first time?" 
For women who reported using a method at their first inter- 
course, the first method she reported ever using was classified 
as the method she used at her first intercourse. 

First method ever used—VxisX method ever used was de- 
termined by the question, "Thinking back to the very first time 
you had intercourse when a method was used, which method 
on the card was that?** Respondents were handed a card listing 
14 methods of contraception and an open-ended category for 
reporting other methods not listed on the card. 



Current contraceptive status 

Current contraceptive status is presented in a variety of 
V. ays tn this report. Detailed tables 8 and 9 show the percent 
distribution of all women according to whether they were using 
a method of contraception, the methods used by contraceptors, 
and reasons for nonuse by noncontraceptors. These tables give 
information such as the percents of all women using a parucular 
method or not using a method because they aie seeking preg- 
nancy. Text table D and detailed tables 10, 12, and 14 also 
show current contraceptive status for all women, uut in suir.- 
mary form. Text table C shows contraceptive status in yet 
another form. The percent of women exposed to the risk of 
unintended pregnancy who were using a method of contracep* 
tion. In this table, the measure of contraceptive status is refined 
to exclude from ronsideration women who arc not using a 
method because they are sterile for reasons other than contra- 
ception, pregnant, post partum, seeking pregnancy, or have not 
had sexual intercourse in the 3 months before the interview. 

Finally, tables C, F, and 13 show the percent distribution 
by current method only for contracepting women (including 



those using surgical sterilization), while tables 1 K and 15 
show the percent distribution by current method of nonsurgical 
contraceptors. These tables gjvc information on the relative 
importance of different methods among all methods and non- 
surgical methods. They also permit comparisons of contracep- 
tive method choices among groups diffcnng in the percent using 
contraception. In all of these tables the categories of current 
contraceptive status are consistently defined in the manner 
described below; but they are grouped in different ways to 
provide different kinds of mformation about contraceptive use. 

Sterile couples 

Sterile "A currently marncd woman was classified as 
sterile for the purposes of determining current contraceptive 
status if she reported that it was impossible for her and her 
husband to have a baby. Au unmarried woman was classified 
as sterile if she reported that it was impossible for her to have a 
baby, or if her current method of contraception was male steri- 
lization. 

Nonsurgical— A woman (or couple) was classified as 
nonsurgically sterile if she reported that it was impossible for 
her to have a baby for any reason other than a sterilizing oper- 
ation. Reported nonsurgical reasons for sterility included 
menopause and sterility due to accident, illness, or congenital 
causes. 

Surgical— A womai; (or couple) was classified as sur- 
gically sterile if she or her husband were completely sterile due 
to an operation, or if her current method of contraceptio'^ was 
male sterilization. 

Because sterilizing operations are vcr> frequently obtained 
exclusively or partly as methods of ccntraceptiun (that is, dc 
cause of their complete cfFccti vcness against .onccptiun rather 
than for purely thcr?*pcutic reasons), they \u\c been further 
classified as contraceptive and noncontraccptive In Cycle I, a 
sterilizing operation was LontraLcptivc if the rcspundent an 
swercd'^yes** to the question "Was the operatiun done at least 
partly so that you would not have any more children*^'* The 
question was reworded in Cycles II and III to "Was one reason 
for the operatiun because you had all the children you v\ antcd^'' 

The percents of women cuntraceptivcly and noncontra 
ceptively sterile are not fully c^mparyble between Cycle I and 
Cycles II and III. The fc vording of the question cited above 
probably reduced the percent of ^iCrilizing operations classified 
as contraceptive, because an operation . at was done to prevent 
a pregnancy that would be dangerous to the woman's health 
usually would have been reported as contraceptive in Cycle 1. 
but as noncontraceptive in Cycles II and III. Also, in Cycle I, 
if a couple had had more than one sterilizing operation - for 



example, a vasectomy followed a few years later by a hyster- 
ectoiisy— the interviewer coded the earliest operation. In Cycles 
11 and III, however, the woman's operation was given priority. 
Both of these factors tended to increase the proportion of steril- 
izing operations classified as noncontraceptive in 1976 and 
1982, compared with 1973. 

It should be noted that the estimates of male contraceptive 
sterilization reflect the numbers of women relying on this 
method, and not necessarily the numbers of men who have 
been sterilized for contraceptive roasoas. 

Noncontraceptors 

Pregnant—/^ woman was classified as pregnant if she 
replied affirmatively to the question "Are you pregnant now?" 
or, for those in doubt, "Do you think you are probably pregnant 
or not?" However, a woman who reported that the onset of her 
last menstrual period was within the 30 days prior to the inter- 
view was automatically considered not pregnant 

Seeking pregnancy— X woman was classified as seeking 
pregnancy if she reported she was not using a method at the 
time of interview because she wanted to be' Dme pregnant. 

Post parium—A woman was classified as post partum if 
she reported she was not currently using a method, was not 
seeking a pregnancy, and her last pregnancy had terminated 
within 2 months before the date she was interviewed. 

Othernonusers—V/ omen who reported they were currently 
using no contraceptive method and could not be classified in 
any of the preceding categories of noncontraceptors were class- 
ified here. Among these are women who had never had inter- 
course, had not had intercourse in the last 3 months, were in- 
different to the chances of pregnancy, ha J a very low risk of 
pregnancy due to some fecundity impairment, or objected to 
contraceptive methods for personal or religious reasons. 

Never had intercourse— A woman was classified as never 
having had intercourse if she was not currently using a method 
and she had never had sexual intercourse at any time up to the 
time of interview, or if she had had sexual intercourse but not 
after her first menstrual period. 

No intercourse in last 3 months-- A woman was classified 
as not having intercourse in the last 3 months if she was not 
currently using a method and reported not having sexual inter- 
course in any of the 3 months before the interview. 

Intercourse in last 3 months— A woman was classified as 
hav'-^g intercourse in the last 3 months if she was not currently 
using a method and was having sexual intercourse in the month 
of the interview or in any of the 3 months preceding the interview. 

Contraceptors 

Method w^ery— "Nonsurgical contraceptors" refers to 
wc^^n currently using a contraceptive method other than a 
surgical sterilization at the date of interview. "Surgical contra- 
ceptors" refers to women who have had a surgical sterilization 
because they have had all the children they wanted, or whose 
husbands or partners have had a surgical sterilization because 
they have had all the children they wanted. "Contracepton';" 
include both those using sterilization and other methods of 
contraception at the date of interview. 

A woman who reported use of a contraceptive method at 
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the date of interv. >t was classified accordmg to the specific 
method used. Methods used by extremely small proportions of 
the population such as jelly, cream, suppositories, or abstinence, 
not in combination with any other methods, were grouped in 
the category 'Other." Where more than one method was re- 
ported in current use, the method generally considered the 
most effective was used for classification purposes. The hier- 
archy used for this purpose was, from the most cfTcclive to the 
least effective method: female sterilization, male sterilization, 
pill, lUD, diaphragm, condom, foam, periodic abstinence, 
withdrawal, douche, and other. 



Demographic terms 

Age—Agt is clasiified by the age of the respondent at her 
last birthday before ihc date of interview. 

/Jace— Race refers to the race of the woman interviewed 
and is reported as black, white, or other. In Cycle III, race was 
classified according to the woman's report of which race best 
described her. In Cycles I and II, race was classified d> the 
observation of the interviewer. Comparisons of the results of 
Cycle III using both dcfinitivriis indicate that results using cither 
method of classification arc very similar. 

Marital status— Persons were classified by marital status 
as married, widowed, divorced^ separated, or never married. In 
Cycles I and II, informally married women— women who 
volunteered that they were sharing living quarters with their 
sexual partner— were classified as currently married. Thjsc 
women constituted about 2 percent of currently married re- 
spondents in Cycle I and 3 >.crccnt in Cycle II. In Cycle III, 
such women were classified according to their legal marital 
status. Thus, statistics on currently married women for 1982 
shown in this report arc not strictly comparable to those for 
1973 and 1976. However, reclassifying women in the 1973 
and 1976 surveys accordmg to the 1982 definition of marital 
status makes little JifFerencc in the distributions of currently 
married women by contraceptive status for these years. 

In all cycles, women wlio were married ,s separated irom 
their spouse were classified as separated if the reason for the 
separation was marital discord, and as currently married other- 
wise. 

Hispanic origin— A respondent was classified as being of 
Hispanic origin if she reported that her only or principal na- 
tional origin was Puerto Rican, Cuban, Mexican American, 
Central or South Amc.jcan or other Spanish. In tables where 
data arc presented for women by race, women of Hispanic 
origin are included in the statistics for white and black women 
if they were classified as such by race. 

Age at first intercourse— Ag(t at first sexual intercourse 
was ascertained by the question, "Thinking back, after your 
first menstrual period, when did you have sexual intercourse 
for the first time— what month and year was that?" Women 
who could not recall the exact month (or reason) and year were 
asked their age at first intercourse and whether it occurred 
before or after the birthday for the given age. Age at first inter- 
course was calculated from the month (or season) and year, if 
given, or taken directly from the followup questions for age. 
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Age was classifled according to the woman*s age at her last 
birthday before her first intercourse. 

The data on age (or date) of first intercourse were missing 
for 7 percent of cases and inconsistent with other information 
for another 4 percent of cases. Some of these cases were adjusted 
individually, while others were imputed. All were checked for 
consistency with other information. 

Living arrangements at age Women were classified 
as living with both parents if they answered ''yes** to the ques- 
tion, "When you were 14, were you living with both your own 
mother and your own father?" If they answered "no,** they 
were classifled as living with one or neither parent 

Region of residence— Datsi k re classified by region of 
residence into the four major Census regions. Northeast, North 
Central, South, and West. Sample size greaUy restricts the 
possibility of meaningful analyses by social vharacteristics 
among smaller geographic divisions. The states included in 
these four major geographic regions are as follows: 



Geographic region and 
Jivision 

Northeast: 
New England 



Middle Atlantic 



North Central: 

East North Central . 

West North Central . 



South: 

South Atlantic 



East South Central. . 

West South Central 

West: 

Mountain 



Pacific. 



States included 



Maine. New Hampshire. Ver- 
mont. Massaci.usettb Rhode 
island. Connecticut 

New York. New Jersey. Penn- 
sylvania 

Ohio. Indians. Illinois. Michi- 
gan. Wisconsin 

Minnesota. Iowa. Missouri. North 
Dakota. South Dakota. Ne- 
braska. Kansas 

Delaware. Maryland. District of 
Columbia. Virginia. West Vir- 
ginia. North Carolina. South 
Carolina. Georgia. Florida 

Kentucky. Tennessee. Alabama. 
Mississippi 

Arkansas. Louisiana. OKlahoma. 
Texas 

Montana. Idaho. W/ommg. 

Colorado. New Mexico. An- 

zona. Utah. Nevada 
Washington. Oregon. California 



^(/t/rar/on— Education was classifled according to the 
highest grade or year of regular school or ^ollege that was 
completed. Determination of the highest year of regular school 
or college completed by the respondent was based on responses 
to a series of questions concerning (a) the last grade or year of 
school attended and (6) whether that grade was completed. 

Religion— 'Women were classifled by religion in response 
to the question, '* Vf*- you Pruiestant, Roman Caiholic, Jc%vish, 
or something else?" In addition to tJ.c three major religi^^ is 



groupings, two other categories-mother and none-- were used. 
Because the category of Protestant includes numerous individ- 
ual denominations, these respondents were further aski . to 
identify the denomination to which they belonged. Those who 
answered ''other** to the original question and named a Pr^icS- 
tant denomination were included as Protestant. Although sp& 
jiflc denominational names were obtained and recorded, the 
numbers of cases for most deno*T^inations were too few to 
produce reliable estimates, therefore, they were combined in 
larger categories. 

Par/o— Parity refers to the number of live births the re- 
spondent has had. 

Labor force status— A woman was categorized as being 
"in the labor force** if ^he was working full time, part time, hac 
a job, but was not at work because of temporary illness, vacation, 
or a strike, or if she v as unemployed, laid off, or ''X)king for 
work; or if she was on maternity leave. 

Intent to have more c/irWren— Fecund women were asked. 
"Do you (and your husband) intend to have a(nother) baby?" 
If the woman was pregnant at the date of the interview, she was 
asked, "Do you (and your husband) intend to have another 
baby after this one is born?** Women who answered afflrma- 
tively were classifled as intending to have a child or another 
child;, women wh^ answered negatively were classifled as not 
intending to have a child or another child. If the respondent 
said (a) she and her husband disagreed or {b) she aid not know 
whether she intended to have a baby or another baby, the 
woman was classifled as having "uncertain intentions**; because 
less than 5 percent of women had uncertain intentions or dis- 
agreed with their husbands about their inventions, this small 
group is not shown separately in this report. 

Years since wife's first marr/a^e— This refers to the num- 
ber of years between the woman's flrst marriage and the inter- 
view dttce. 

Poverty level income—The poverty index ratio was cal- 
culated by dividing the total family income by the weighted 
average threshold income of families with tlic head of household 
under 65 years of age, and is expressed as a pe ^nt of the 
poverty levels shown in U.S. Bureau of the Census Current 
Population Reports, Series P-60, No. 140, "Money income 
and poverty status of families and persons in the United Stat^< * 
1982," table A- 3. This deflnition accounts for the sex of . 
head of the family and the number of persons in the far ly. 
Total family income includes income from all sources for all 
members of the respondent's family. For a substantial number 
of respondents (22 percent), total family income was not ascer 
lained. These missing values were imputed using a known 
value of another similar, randomly selected respondent. Be- 
cause of these high levels of missing data, small differen'^es by 
poverty I^v^.. income should be interpreted with caution. 
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Appendix III 
i Selected sections of the 
questionnaire of the National 
Survey of Family Growth 



C-35. Looking •goin at the c*rd and starting with 
the first method uaed iince your (first 
intercourse/isst pregnsocy), plesse tell 
m the letter for each method used for one 
month or more, in the order you used them. 
PROBC: What other methods? (ENTER ICfHOOS 
IN I DER IN THE ANSWER AREA. CIRCLE NEW 
fCFHOOS ON fCrHOO CALE^CAR. ) 


1st 
Hothor 


2nd 
Hsthod 


3rd 
Method 


Last 

Hothod 










HAW 
CARD 
11 




i i n 




1 


1 








20-22 


33-35 


46-46 


59-61 


ASK C-36 THROUGH C.39 IN SEQUENCE FOR EACH 
fCTHOO fCNTIONED. 
C-36. Since your (first intercourse/last pregnancy), 
in what month and year did you start to use 
(fCfHOO)? 


1 


1 


1 


1 


MO YR 


MO YR 


MO YR 


MO YR 


l~ 
1 


HI 


1 1 


1 




23-26 


36-39 


49-52 


62-65 






BOX 23. IF MEFHOO IS I FEMALE S F f. R i L I Z A F I ON, GO TO C.43. OTHERWISE, CONTINUE, 





C-37. During the months when you were using 

(fCfHOO), how many times, if any, did you 
skip and not use any method? Hbuld you say 
you skipped using a method . . . 




. . 1 
. . 2 

. . 3 40 
. . 4 
. . 5 


. . 1 
. . 2 

. . 3 53 
. . 4 
. . 5 


. . 1 
. . 2 

. . 3 66 
. . 4 

. * 5 




BOX 24. IF LAST METHOD, CONTINUE WITH C-38. OTHERWISE, GO TO C-39. 





C-38. Are you (and your partner) still using 
(HETHOO)? 


28 


41 

. . 1 (C-42) 
. . 2 (C-39) 


54 

. . 1 (C-42) 
. . 2 (C-39) 


1 

67 

. . 1 (C-42) 
. . 2 (C-39) 


C-39. In irf)8t month and year did you stop using 
(fCTHOO)? 

1 


1 


1 


f 


1 




MO YR 


MO YR 


MO YR 


MO YR 




1 1 


n: 


1 1 ■ 


29-32 


42-45 


55-58 


68-71 




BOX 25. • If ANY OTHER METHODS, CO TO NEXT METHOD, C-36. 

• IF R is IN A PERIOD OF NON- INTERCOURSE (CHECK C.31 AND C-33), GO TO C-42 

• OTHERWISE, CONTINUE. 
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D-K Some (couples/wonien) find it physically impossible to have (more) children. As far as you know, is it 
possible or impossible for you (and your husband) to conceive a(nother) baby, that is, to get regnant 
(again)? 



Possible 1 (0-13) 

Impossible 2 (0-2) 

Don*t know, not sure 6 (0-13) 



0-2* Have you (or your husband) had an operation, or more than one operation, that makes it impossible for you to 
conceive a(nother) baby (together)'' 



Yes 1 (0-3) 

No 2 (0-12) 



0-3. What kind of operation, or operations, did you (or your husband) have that makes it impossible to have 
a(nother) baby? (ClfiaE COD€(S) ON TOP OF TABLE ON NEXT PAGE. If COOC 5 CifiaEO, QQ TO BOX 36 6i .OW*) 



1 9 8t 1*9 1. 
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the general programs of the National Center for Health 
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lection methods used They also include definitions and 
other marerial necessary for understanding the data. 

Data Evaluation and Methods Research — Studies of new 
statistical methodology including experimental tests of 
new survey methods, studies of vital statistics collection 
methods, nevy analytical techniques, objectwe e aluatiOns 
of reliability of collected data, and contributions to 
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U S me?hodo»ogy ^vilh those of other countries 
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Documents and Committee Reports — Fmal reports of 
major committees concerned with vital and health sta- 
tistics and documents such as recommended model vital 
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Data From the National Health Interview Survey— Statis- 
tics on illness, accidental injuries, disability, use of hos- 
pital. medical, dental, and other sen/ices, and other 
health-related topics, all basvd on data collected m the 
continuing national household interview survey 

Data From the National Health Examination Survey and 
the National Health and Nutrition Examination Survey — 
Data from direct examination, testing, and measurement 
of national samples of the civilian noninstitutionalized 
population provide the basis for {1) estimates of the 
medically defined prevalence of specific diseases m the 
United States and the distributions of the population 
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among the various measurements without reference to 
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Dat3 From the Institutionalized Population Surveys — Dis- 
continued m 19/5. Reports from these surveys are in- 
cluded in Series 1 3. 

Data on Health Resources Utilization — Statistics on the 
utilization of health manpower and facilities providing 
long-term care, ambulatory care, ho^.nital care, and family 
planning services. 



SERICS 14 Data cn Health Resources Manpower and Facilities — 
Statistics on the numbers, geographic distribution, and 
characteristics of health resources including physicians, 
dentists, nurses, other health occupations, hospitals, 
nursing homes, and o-jtpatient facilit es 

SERIES 15 Data From Special Surveys — Statistics on health and 
health-related topics collected m special surveys that 
are not a part of the continuing data systems of the 
National Center for Healtli Statistics 

SERIES 20 Data on Mortality — Various statistics on mortality otoer 
thjn as included m regular annuol or monthly reports 
Special analyses b/ couse o de.Th. age. an'i other demo- 
'phic variables. geogrjiphiC a -d tune sories a.'^alyses 
and statis'.ics on characteristics of deatns not av^uaoie 
frofn the vita' records based on samp'e sun/eys of tnose 
records. 

SERIES 21 Data on Natality. Marriage, and Divorce— Various sta- 
tistics on natality, marriage, and divorce other than as 
included in regular annual or monthly reports Special 
analyses by demographic variables, geographic and time 
series analyses, studies of fertility, and statistics on 
characteristics of births not available from the vital 
records based on sample surveys of those records. 

SERIES 22 Data From the National Mortality and Natahty Surveys — 
Discontinued m 1975 Reports from tl.cse sample surveys 
based on vital records are included m Series 20 and 21. 
respectively 

SERIES 23 Data From the National Survey of Family Growth — 
Statistics on fertility, family formation and dissolution, 
family planning, and related maternal am* ♦''fant health 
topics deriveo* from a periodic survey of a nationwide 
probability sample of women 15-44 years of age. 
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